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Blatant opportunism 


As we go to press many members of the 
Government are still eager for an early 
General Election. If their wish is granted, 
there can only be one verdict on the matter: 
it will be the greatest piece of political 
trickery even in the murky history of 20th 
century Tory politics. 

Extreme left-wing trade union leaders 
have been attacked for their action in 
exploiting current industrial troubles for 
political ends — and the attacks have been 
justified. 

But Tories who seek an early election 
are equally guilty of the same thing. They 
seek to stage the election now for no reason 
that has anything to do with coping with the 
current pay claim crisis. They just want to 
make political capital out of a situation in 
which, just for the moment, they reckon 
the party’s standing in public opinion to be’ 
higher than that of Labour. 


The mass media has managed to brand 
Labour with complicity in the current wave 
of industrial disruption, and, it must be 
admitted, Labour has done nothing very 
much to refute this brand. In the con- 
frontation, which Heath has skilfully con- 
trived, between government and unions, 
Labour is identified with the latter, and it 
is not surprising that its poll rating is low. 

From the point of view of the Govern- 
ment, this confrontation is a highly con- 
venient occurrence: for a moment at least 
it focusses attention away from the Govern- 
ment’s appalling record since it assumed 
office in 1970. That record when examined 
in perspective would earn any government 
the derision of the electorate. 


Government to blame 
for inflation 


Let us take inflation as the first issue. 
The Government has become intransigent 
over the miners’ pay claim because, it 
alleges, that claim conflicts with its ‘counter- 
inflation’ policy. 

But in reality the very suggestion that 
the Government has such a thing as a 
counter-inflation policy is just a sick joke. 
Since 1970 we have had a crazy spiral 
of rising prices. Workers’ pay claims have 
contributed only to a very small extent 
to that spiral. It has been due to two 
factors above all: the rising cost of imports 
and the massive increase of money in the 
economy. For both these things the 
Government must bear the main respon- 
sibility. 

The extent to which import prices 
have hit the British economy has been 
enormously affected by our membership 
of the Common Market — particularly in 
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the case of food. British membership 
of the Market has been a policy to which 
the Government has been totally and 
fanatically committed against the wishes 
of a rising majority of the people. 

The huge flow of money into the 
economy — unbalanced by a proportionate 
increase in goods for sale — has been the 
work of the big banking houses, over which 
the Government have proved impotent to 
exercise any control. As this money con- 
sists mainly of loans — repayable to the 
banks with interest — the result is that the 
economy is caught in an ever-growing spiral 
of debt, which in turn further increases 
inflation. We are caught up in the vortex 
of a totally unworkable economic system. 

And in such a system the Govern- 
ment’s incomes policy is doomed to failure 
from the start. 

Yet here we have the Government 
trying to pull the wool over the public’s 
eyes with regard to its wholesale failure 
in the economic field by throwing the 
blame for inflation on the unions, and 
by implication the Labour Party. This 
is dishonest political swindling of the worst 


type. 


Irresponsibility on the Left 


To state this is not to suggest that 
the Left deserves any sympathy in its 
approach tothe crisis. Mr. Wilson’s public 
posturings have reeked as much of political 
opportunism as those of Mr. Heath, and 
never has he at any time shown the remotest 
grasp of the real forces at work making 
for inflation and national crisis. In the 


meantime the Communist element in the 


WILSON 
Nothing new to offer 


unions has behaved with total irrespon- 
sibility and reckless disregard for the national 
interest. By timing the miners’ and the 
train-drivers’ stoppages to co-incide with 
the oil shortage they have revealed that 


national disruption is their aim, much more 
than any concern for the welfare of their 
members. 


Antiquated Unions 


But here again we must not absolve 
the Government from responsibility. Ridi- 
culously antiquated and thoroughly un- 
democratic union laws and structures allow 
the situation to play into the extremists’ 
hands, and these the Government totally 
failed to legislate against in its Industrial 
Relations Act. 

One of these is the absence of the 
secret ballot for deciding industrial action. 
Had this been in force the crisis in the 
mines might have been avoided, and the 
same is true of the railway stoppages. 

Another is the system of a multi- 
plication of unions in a single industry. 
Under a rule of ‘one union, one industry’, 
the train-drivers action might also have 
been stopped. 


Deplorable immigration 
record 


In the field of immigration the Govern- 
ment’s record is one of the most wilful 
dishonesty. Millions of votes were won 
in the 1970 election by the promise that 
further immigration was going to be strictly 
controlled. In fact it continued with very 
few effective controls at all, and the lid 
was blown off the whole miserable fraud 
in 1972, when the Government capitulated 
to General Amin and allowed tens of 
thousands of Uganda Asians to flood into 
the country. These invaders jumped im- 
mediately to the front of the housing 
queue — ahead of native Britons who had 
been waiting for homes for years, and now, 
scarcely more than a year after the Asians 
arrived, it is reported that they are all 
housed. The authorities have given them 
preferential treatment over our own people. 

So much for the promises of 1970! 


Failure in Northern Ireland 


In other sectors of the nation’s life 
the Government record has been equally 
lamentable. In-Northern Ireland the story 
is one of betrayal and shame. At every 
turn Heath and Co. have retreated before 
the arrogant demands of the IRA and its 
friends. 

For months on end the IRA was 
allowed generous latitude in its terror cam- 
paign because the Government was frightened 
to give the order to occupy the ‘no-go’ 
areas. Since the areas were oecupied the 
armed forces have been continually ham- 
pered in their operations by all manner of 
rules designed to appease republican opinion 
both sides of the border. 

The new Northern Ireland Assembly 


HEATH 
Arch-opportunist 


and the Council of Ireland are similarly 
a shameful betrayal of British interests in 
the province, bestowing massive new powers 
on people openly dedicated to taking 
Northern Ireland out of the United Kingdom. 

The IRA has not been mollified by 
these moves: it has simply been assured 
that terrorism pays, and it continues the 
terror in the (justified) expectation that 
if it does so long enough the Government 
will capitulate completely. In the mean- 
time the previously friendly Loyalist com- 
munity has been largely alienated by 
Government policies, and its more militant 
elements have formed their own strong- 
arm organisations to act in default of the 
forces of the Crown. 

Today peace in Northern Ireland is 
as far away as ever, and the only likely 
peace, as things are going, is one that will 
come from a complete British surrender. 


THORPE 
Leads comedians and hippies 


Housing Failure 


Against well worn Tory slogans about a 
“property-owning democracy” the Govern- 
ment’s housing record is utterly lamentable. 
We have had during the period of the Heath 
administration one of the worst inflations in 
house prices ever known. The Government 
has totally failed to act against property 
speculators or to impose any ceiling on 
property prices. Add to this the effect of 
general inflation on mortgage rates and we 
find that a young couple’s prospect of owning 
a decent house is much more remote than 
it was at the beginning of this century — 
despite the supposed enormous increase in 
the standard of living since that time. 

Houses are short while the building 
industry is occupied in erecting on a huge 
scale office blocks which to a great extent 
no-one wants to occupy. We see the con- 
tinued disfigurement of our great cities and 
towns — for no reason that benefits the 
national economy or the people. While no 
doubt the squatters who occupied Centre 
Point in London were organised by left- 
wingers for their own political ends, there 
can be no doubt that on the issue in question 
they represented the sentiments of millions 
of British people — sick to death at the 
impotence of the Government. 


An alternative in sight 


We have enough confidence in the good 
sense of the British people to believe that 
they will not be fooled in the event of an 
early election into thinking only of recent 
industrial confrontations but will judge the 
Government on its record as a whole since 
1970. 

We also believe that the British people 
will not be fooled by the worn and jaded 
slogans that drip from the lips of Mr. Wilson 
and his friends. Labour’s record in office 
was equally appalling, and it has nothing 
new to offer this time. 

What in fact is happening is that the 
British people are growing sick to death 
with the old political parties as a whole 
because their record for half a century is 
one of unabated national disaster. Some of 
them will give the Liberals a try at the 
next election hoping pathetically for a 
change, but the Liberal bubble will burst 
in due course when it is found that they 
have nothing new to offer except TV 
comedians and political hippies. 

In at least 50 areas of Britain a real 
alternative will exist, however, in the 
National Front, which offers the most radical 
programme of reform offered to any elec- 
torate in Britain this century. 

The National Front will not be among 
those contending for power at the next 
election: it cannot put its policies into 
effect as a result of the election. 

But it can offer a beacon of light for 
the future. We believe a great many voters 
will see that light and give it a mighty push 
forward. 
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PHILIP HANMAN 


THE 
NEW 
STYLE 
ALF 
GARNETT 


WHEN the T.V. comedy “Till Death Us Do Part” 
was suddenly dropped at the height of its popu- 
larity some time ago, it did not take fantastic 
powers of perception to understand why. The 
BBC obviously realised that too many people 
were siding with dear bigoted old Alf and not 
enough with his highly rational and extremely 
left-wing son-in-law. 

When I first heard that the show was 
coming back I had a good idea just what to 
expect, and sure enough I had guessed right. The 
revised Alf is twice as large as life and his lines 
are so contrived as to give the idea that nationalist 
thought is, by its very nature, an object of great 
amusement. The son-inlaw on the other hand 
has become much more rational and ten times 
more left-wing. 

Watching this none too subtle product of 
the left’s propaganda machine the other night, I 
was suddenly reminded of George Orwell’s 1984. 
In this novel the State of Oceania discovers that 
the only way to tame its own opposition is to 
run that opposition itself. They invent a man by 
the name of Goldstein who is not only an arch- 
traitor but also an arch-idiot. Every single day 
the people of Oceania are treated to films of his 
utterances and although he is telling them the 
truth he is doing so in such a way as to appear 
a simple, mindless cretin. The result of this 
strategy is that nobody wishes to be associated 
with a simpleton and therefore his ideas are 
treated with scorn ... The similarities between 
Goldstein and Garnett are not to be dismissed 
lightly. 

Now some people might well say that I am 
teading far too much into what they would term 
a harmless comedy, but I would disagree. The 
forces of subversion after half a century of 
experience in the gentle art of brainwashing know 
exactly what they are doing. The prototype 
Alf Garnett proved to be counterproductive so 
modifications had to be made. The result was 
Garnett Mark II: a character far better equipped 
to turn people away from nationalism than the 
first version. 

The reds have good cause to be pleased 
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with themselves. They are in fact, so pleased 
with their brainchild that he is now international. 
For some weeks German television has been 
screening a show whose main character could 
well be described as a “Eurogarnett”. The 
character’s name is Adolf, a Rhineland factory 
worker who looks very much like his very familiar 
namesake. His sole function is to “prove” that 
all contemporary German Nationalism is in fact 
Nazism in disguise. 

So who are behind shows like “Till Death 
Us Do Part’? Indirectly, as we all know, they 
are the forces of Communist subversion, but I 
very much doubt that the actors or script-writers 
would for one minute think of owning up to 
being hard line Commies. “Socialists” is a tag 
they would prefer, and I would not mind betting 
that if the truth was known, it is Socialism of the 
“International” variety. 

In a recent episode the son-in-law was 


SPOT THE DIFFERENCE 


eee 


Mediterranean Sea 


ISRAEL 


seen sitting in a comfortable arm chair reading 
a copy of a left-wing journal. Now if I was 
a film director who wanted to portray one 
of my actors as a Lefty it would seem only 
natural to show him reading The Morning Star, 
a paper which would have been immediately 
recognised nationwide. In the scene to which I 
refer, however, it was not The Morning Star 
that was given a free five-second plug but a journal 
called Socialist Worker, the weekly organ of our 
old friends, the International Socialists. Now 
considering that the I.S. is only a small group, 
virtually unknown outside universities and large 
cities, the inclusion of it can mean one of three 
things. Firstly it was deliberately introduced 
as an illicit advert for the I.S. Secondly, because 
it was considered more appropriate than The 
Morning Star, and thirdly because it is the main 
newspaper circulating among the Trotskyite staff 
at the BBC Television Centre. 


Mediterranean Seo 


ARABIA 


ISRAEL: BRAVE FIGHT FOR RIGHT TO EXIST 


A.M. WADE 


THE PRICE OF 
INDUSTRIAL 
RECONCILIATION 


THE LAYMAN is completely baffled by 
Treasury policy over the last thirty years. 
The following paradoxes are unexplained 
mysteries, especially in view of the present 
dire situation. 

1. The switch from 2 per cent bank rate 
in 1951, after twenty years of cheap money. 
Rates were suddenly raised to 5, 8, 10, and 
now to 13 per cent, and stabilised around 
10 per cent for some years by recent 
Government issues. Today, when it is not 
earned money which is borrowed from the 
banks, but credit on which the whole 
economy is driven in the creation of real 
wealth, so necessary for national survival, it 
is ironic that this gross impediment to all 
forms of activity, except speculation, should 
be imposed by private interests. 

Defence of high interest. rates is based 
on the need to attract money from abroad 
(hot money), yet our policy has been to 
invest our money abroad to the extent of 
some £4,000 million. Hence this does not 
make sense. If our money had been invested 
in our own industry, at low rates, our 
national position would have been secure; 
our money would have been held in high 
esteem, and foreigners would have placed a 
high value on our currency because of our 
ability to deliver the goods. 

At 3 per cent, the nation could have 
been equipped with good housing at low 
rentals, well equipped factories for high 
productivity, and a contented work force on 
good wages, but all these things are im- 
possible on 10 per cent. Inflation under 3 
per cent conditions is negligible on an 
expanding economy, but on 10 per cent it is 
bound to spiral and lead to extreme danger. 
2. In view of the undeniable fact that the 
nation has had the physical requirements for 
expansion, needing only the financial pro- 
visions which, as we have seen, are practically 
costless, we have nevertheless been 
recommended to borrow from abroad to 
finance nationalised industries and even local 
government. Cannot the Bank of England do 
all that is required for the State, in this 
direction? Loans from abroad should surely 
be the very last resort of a developing 


country. One is forced to recall the words of 
financial wisdom in the well-known book of 
disputed authorship: “Foreign loans are 
leeches which there is no possibility of 
removing from the body of the State until 
they fall off of themselves or the State 
flings them off. But States do not tear them 
off. They go on in persisting in putting more 
on to themselves so that they must inevitably 
perish, drained by voluntary blood-letting.” 
One is puzzled why the Government 
grants credits, at much lower interest rates 
than our industry has to pay, to Russia when 
her position is much stronger than ours. This 
must have an inflationary effect, because the 
goods made with those credits are not on 
sale to our people. The very relevant 
question remains therefore that if Russia can 
be granted advances at specially low rates, 
why cannot investors in British industry 
obtain credit at low rates and thus revive 
the engine on which our future depends? 
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THE FOLLY OF NATIONAL BORROWING 


The principle of government borrowing 
from the Bank of England, by I.0.U.s issued 
by the Treasury, for credit raised on the 
proceeds of taxation for interest payments, 
was instituted at the beginning of the present 
money system. This was a surrender of the 
sovereign right to create money by paper 
instruments of credit, which the State 
possessed. Used properly it enables the 
State to meet all its needs for means of 
exchange without incurring debt. As national 
wealth increased, so it would multiply the 
volume of money accordingly to retain its 
value at par. To set up an office to do this 
under private ownership, and treat this credit 
as genuine money on which interest must be 
paid in that same medium for which a 
monopoly has been granted, is the height of 
folly. Butit is good for the financial interests 
concerned. Hence there is no shortage of 
influential support for opposing reform. 
Before closing the subject a look at this 
matter through the eyes of the specialists 
formerly referred to may be advisable: 

“A loan is an issue of Government bills 
of exchange containing a percentage ob- 
ligation commensurate to the sum of loan 
capital. If the loan bears a charge of five per 
cent, then in twenty years the State vainly 
pays away in interest a sum equal to the loan 
borrowed; in forty years it is paying double; 
in sixty years treble, and all the while the 
debt remains unpaid.” 

What could be better for the banking 
system? 


STAGE THREE 


It is now almost universally agreed 
that Stage Three must not be breached. 

On the one hand, men doing the most 
onerous work in the community must accept 
the limitation laid down by Stage Three in 
order to arrest the inflation which is 


threatening to destroy the State. So 
dangerous has inflation now become in the 
opinion of nearly everyone, that this stand 
must be taken at all costs. Yet the main 
causes of inflation still carry on without 
mention from any quarter within the main 
political parties or from the Unions. The 
nation is thus divided on a matter of life and 
death without a realisation of the real issues 
involved. Beating the miners into submission 
will not cure the trouble of inflation. As well 
try to arrest the oncoming tide. Need we all 
be such slaves to the past? 


THE PRICE OF RECONCILIATION 


If a final confrontation is to be avoided 
and freedom to enjoy British standards of 
life retained, fundamental changes in 
financial practice must be conceded by those 
who have, for many years, exercised the 
function of money creation. No attempts by 
Government to control inflation by wage and 
price restraints will succeed; no efforts to 
establish a just society will avail at interest 
rates of 10 per-cent, whatever specious 
arguments are used in its defence. 

Money, no longer something of in- 
trinsic value, depends for its value on the 
authority and capability of the State. Its 
integrity or credibility therefore depends 
entirely upon the integrity of the system of 
issue. This has demonstrably failed in the 
past, as is proved by the debasement in the 
value of money. This is an indictment of the 
system inherited from the past. (No re- 
flection is made on the integrity of the 
persons who now operate the system). The 
point is that only a Department of State 
should be responsible for issuing the means 
of exchange impartially and in such a manner 
that national resources can be used to the 
full. What is physically possible and socially 
desirable could then be accomplished and the 
present wrangling between employer and 
employed would be capable of solution. 

This would involve the use of the 
printing press for the supply of money for 
the Government, to spend into circulation 
where needed for capital projects, and for 
lending through the banks for industrial and 
private purposes. This suggestion always 
causes the orthodox and ‘virtuous’ to hold 
up their hands in horror. May we remind 
them that the Government (the State more 
correctly, to avoid the implication of party 
political bias, which is not intended) is the 
only authority for creating money, hence no 
apology is required for suggesting that all 
money is so created and used without paying 
aroyalty to the banking system for its use, as 
now. This is the only way to industrial peace 
and international peace when all nations 
create their own internal means of exchange 
and trade becomes a mutually beneficial 
exchange of surplusses without fighting for 
a favourable balance of trade. Having 
reduced international stresses, armaments 
could be reduced and resources diverted to 
meeting human needs. 
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DEREK HOWARD- SMITH 


EEG.-LABOURS 


A SHORT TIME AGO, Mr. Harold Wilson 
referred to Labour’s promise of renegotiation 
and subsequent referendum on the Common 
Market issue. With the ‘carrot’ of referendum 
dangled before them, the anti-Market section 
of the electorate may be misled into thinking 
that the Labour Party promises more than a 
careful analysis of their policy reveals. 


EUROPEAN MOVEMENT 


Harold Wilson, along with Edward 
Heath and Jeremy Thorpe, is a Patron of the 
British Council of the European Movement, 
which is pledged to the creation of a single 
economic .and political entity out of the 
ancient nations of Western Europe. This trio 
is thus committed to undermine and destroy 
British National Sovereignty. All three have 
no hesitation in attempting to commit their 
fellow countrymen for all time thereby 
arrogating to themselves the prerogative 
which is rightly exclusive to the Almighty. 
Included among the Presidents of the Council 
are Mr. Roy Jenkins (now back in the 
Shadow Cabinet) and Lord George Brown. 
The Labour Party is therefore not opposed 
to the E.E.C. in principle but merely claims 
to oppose the terms accepted by Mr. Heath. 


OFFICIAL LABOUR POLICY 


If returned to office, the Labour Party 
promises to renegotiate terms with the over- 
lords in Brussels. The last two paragraphs of 
Labour’s policy statement on the issue deal 
with the referendum promise. They appear 
in full below, numbered by the’ present 
writer for convenience of discussion. 

1. “If renegotiations are successful, it is 
the policy of the Labour Party that, in view 
of the unique importance of the decision, 
the people should have the right to decide 
the issue through a General Election or a 
Consultative Referendum. If these two 
tests are passed, a successful renegotiation 
and the expressed approval of the majority 
of the British people, then we shall be ready 
to play our full part in developing a new and 
wider Europe.” 

2: “If renegotiations do not succeed, we 
shall not regard the Treaty obligations as 
binding upon us. We shall then put to the 
British people the reasons why we find the 
new terms unacceptable, and consult them 
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PROMISE ANALYSED 


on the advisability of negotiating our with- 
drawal from the Communities.” 


THE PROMISES ANALYSED 


If Labour was really concerned about 
the electorate making its voice heard, nothing 
prevented the drafters of their policy state- 
ment from dealing with the issue in the 
correct order. Firstly, a promise to repeal 
the European Communities Act thereby 
restoring National Sovereignty. Secondly, 
to consult the people and request permission 
to negotiate. Thirdly, after negotiating to 
consult the electorate to request permission 
to legislate, which could only come about if 
the majority of the people voted for entry. 
This is the proper way to go about it, as the 
Labour Party is well aware. They are also 
fully aware that the present legislation is 
illegal and ultra vires. The power entrusted 
by the electorate is granted solely on the 
understanding that Parliament and only 
Parliament has sole control and full sover- 
eignty over our affairs. The passing of the 
European Communities Act which hands over 
the sovereignty of Parliament to a foreign 
cabal is therefore unconstitutional. 

Let us examine the situations under 
which paragraph 2 of Labour’s promise would 
apply. If the overlords in Brussels refuse to 
renegotiate and insist that the terms accepted 
by Heath must stand, this would clearly be 
an unsuccessful attempt. Terms offered by 
Brussels and unacceptable to a Labour 
government would also be deemed un- 
successful. So what does paragraph 2 
promise? Merely to consult the British 
people on the advisability of negotiating 
withdrawal from the Communities. Having 
said that they “shall not regard the Treaty 
obligations as binding” — they speak — in the 
next breath, of “negotiating” withdrawal! 
What manner of promises are these? 

What happens if the negotiations are 

successful? In this case paragraph 1 applies, 
the electorate being consulted through either 
a General Election or a Consultative Referen- 
dum. Very likely one question only: are the 
new terms acceptable? Assuming this to be 
the case, the undermentioned possibilities 
exist:— 
(a) If the answer is Yes, we remain im- 
prisoned in the E.E.C. under slightly different 
terms perhaps but, loss of sovereignty still 
prevails. 


(b) Ifthe answer is No, how will this “No” 
be interpreted by a Labour government? Will 
they say: 
i, That we must stay in the Common 
Market on the terms accepted by 
Heath? 
or ii, That they will start a new round of 
talks with Brussels — and, how long 
would the first round of talks have 
taken? 
iii, That they will consult the people 
about the advisability of negotiating 
withdrawal? 
Are there more permutations than 
those outlined above? Possibly. But what a 
ridiculous situation — Labour refers to the 
“unique importance of the decision” — yet 
drafts a statement of policy that is vague, 
loosely defined and open to more than one 
interpretation. 
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GENERAL ELECTION 


Between now and the General Election 
we must expose the blurred and shadowy 
phraseology surrounding Labour’s promise of 
a referendum. We must make sure that the 
voters are informed repeatedly, about the 
National Front’s policy on the Common 
Market. And what a policy, what a contrast! 
No “ifs” and “buts” here. A firm and 
definite pledge to take Britain out of the 
E.E.C. To resume unfettered trading with 
our kinsmen overseas who are being so 
treacherously spurned and rejected by the 
present Tory Government. To restore to 
Britain that very sovereignty in defence of 
which so many made the Supreme Sacrifice, 
including our kith and kin in the White 
Dominions who rallied to aid the Mother 
Country in two disastrous World Wars. We 
must echo and re-echo the pledge given by 
our Chairman, Mr. John Tyndall, at our last 
Annual General Meeting. A bold pledge, a 
vigorous pledge; a pledge that is crystal 
clear! This is what John Tyndall promises 
the Nation on behalf of the National Front: 

“We’re not interested in talking — as 
Labour is now talking — about renegotiating 
the terms of the Common Market; we are 
pledged to get out of the Common Market — 
and stay out of the Common Market, and we 
will never, never, never go back on that 
pledge!” 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 


Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


LAST YEAR it was ‘Fanfare for Europe’ 
which heralded ‘Farewell to a Reasonable 
Standard of Living’. This year’s disaster is 
called ‘The Northern Ireland Executive’. 
With a stage-managed orgy of publicity more 
befitting an Advertising and Public Relations 
Trade Fair, the Government proudly unveiled 
its latest substitute for a solution to the 
problems of Northern Ireland. 

Pieces of paper were signed; set-piece 
speeches were made and Man of the Moment, 
Mr. William Whitelaw, paraded for the big 
promotional treatment. Predictably, in 
Northern Ireland the killings went on. The 
Loyalists remained Loyalists and the Repub- 
licans stayed Republicans. It can only be 
assumed that the ‘Northern Ireland Executive’ 
was modelled on the European Parliament. 
It can be deadlocked from within by veto. 
It is controlled from outside by more than 
one government. It has no real powers; it can 
do little or nothing effective; and the people 
who matter are either in it reluctantly or not 
at all. 

Membership of the European “‘Conmans 
Market’ has meant an end to cheap food — 
through support prices and high external 
tariffs. We have had £50 million embezzled 
from the Community Fund, and a Butter 
Mountain sold off cheap to the Soviets whilst 
other food has been deliberately dyed green 
to make it unfit for human consumption and 
keep prices up. Through our “being in 
Europe” that “market of 200 million people 
for British goods” has managed to benefit us 
to the delirious extent of a £1000 million 
trade deficit between Britain and the original 
Six. 

If the ‘Northern Ireland Executive’ 
does for peace what Europe has done for 
our prosperity, then Ulster can expect to 
experience a massive ‘boom’ period in the 
very near future — quite literally. No doubt 
too, as the murders continue, Government 
spokesmen will reassure an uneasy public 
that “we can’t exepct the benefits to 
materialise overnight . . .” The Labour 
flopposition of course will want to “re- 
negotiate the terms” of British surrender to 
Irish Republican terrorism, and the Liberals 
should be staging sit-ins on building sites as 
part of a campaign to liberate Kilburn from 
British Imperialism. 


HISTORIC PARALLELS 


The situation in Northern Ireland 
today has a number of historical parallels of 
which perhaps the closest is that of the pre- 
war Sudetenland of Czechoslovakia. 

The majority of the people of Northern 
Ireland consider themselves to be British and 
they wish to remain British. A minority in 
the province are Republican Irish who desire 
to wrench Northern Ireland away from the 
rest of Britain and to force it under the 
control of the Republic of Ireland. The 
only democratic solution to the problem is 


MICHAEL LOBB 


Will the Tories succeed in pulling off 


Another Munich? 


for the minority to accept majority rule — or 
to get out. 

For Law to be effective in safeguarding 
citizens’ rights it must depend not only on 
retributive force but upon the moral 
authority of codifying the general will of the 
people. If a minority refuse to accept that 
moral authority, through. their rejection of 
the State and its laws, they can only be kept 
from lawbreaking by force. A situation of 
this kind can develop in two directions: 
Firstly, a loss of personal liberty by all 
citizens, as the State develops its mechanisms 
of suppression — identity cards, curfews, spot 
searches of individuals and premises without 
warrant, imprisonment without trial and so 
on. Secondly, the unassimilable minority 
can be expelled, repatriated or resettled 
abroad without any domestic curtailment of 
citizen rights. 

The Sudetenland Germans acted as a 
fifth column for an expansionist foreign 
power (like today’s Irish Republicans in 
Northern Ireland) and they too engaged in 
violence and terrorism. This subversion 
continued right up until Czechoslovakia was 
forced to give up the Sudetenland by the 
Munich Betrayal. 


OBLIGATORY REPATRIATION 


At the end of World War II, the Allied 
Powers — Britain, France, the U.S.A. and 
the Soviet Union — all agreed that the Czech 
Government should expel the German 
minority from the country — and that the 
principle of obligatory repatriation was the 
only practical answer to the pre-existing 
ethnic conflict of loyalties. 

This principle, accepted by the ‘Great 
Powers’ who founded the United Nations, 
will also come to be seen as the only way 
out of the continuing contention between 
the communities in Northern Ireland. 

Peace will not come to Ireland without 
the prior recognition by all involved that 
there are two nations — not one — in that 
island. Paper ‘constitutions’ will not alter 
that fact nor serve to disguise it. 

Until this hard reality is returned to, we 
are destined to see a whole series of paper 
pseudo-solutions, patchwork ‘Executives’ and 
puppet administrations in Northern Ireland. 
The British people of Northern Ireland must 
face up to the fact that Ulster Unionism’s 


ties with the Conservative Party are a danger, 
not a safeguard, in these circumstances. It is 
the Conservative Government which won the 
support of the Labour Party by refusing to 
recognise Rhodesia without ‘majority rule’ 
and yet themselves demolishing majority 
rule in Northern Ireland. Would “liars” be 
too strong an epithet for the party which 
promised that no changes would be made in 
the Northern Ireland constitution without 
consulting the Province’s own Stormont 
Parliament — and then went ahead to abolish 
Stormont altogether, replacing it with White- 
law and gunlaw? That particular pledge was 
in the Conservative 1970 election manifesto! 
It was just another example of political 
pie-crust promises — made to be broken. 

The Loyalists must reject the 
Conservative/Labour/Liberal attempt to get 
them to accept the “Northern Ireland 
Executive” with its built-in Republican Irish 
veto. They must reject the ‘Council of 
Ireland’ principle that dares to suggest that 
the Republic of Ireland should have a say in 
Northern Ireland political decision-making. 
Above all, Loyalists must recognise that if 
Northern Ireland is to have a British future 
then it will only do so as part of a Free 
Britain. This political objective will only be 
securely achieved by the triumph of British 
principles throughout the whole country. 


Show The Flag! 


Flags, Poles and Accessories. 


Send for new list now: 


W. BROWN 
20 Sutton Way 
Heston, Middx, TW5 OJA 


Rhodesian Commentary 
Free pamphlet 


Issued by Rhodesian Department of 
Information 
Interested persons can write to: 


Friends of Rhodesia Association, 
552 dekockstreet, 
Sunnyside, Pretoria, 0002, 
South Africa. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


Britain caught between 


the hammer and the anvil 
THE REAL CAUSES OF THE GROWING GRISIS 


IN A YEAR in which we can be certain that industrial troubles will develop to an intensity 
greater than at any time in the post-war period, it is more than ever vital that we should not 
be misled as to the true nature of these troubles and the direction in which they are 
intended to lead. Britain looks for all the world at the moment like a man running around 
in the final convulsions of a fatal disease. He knows that he has the disease, and he has a 
strong idea that it is potentially fatal. But as to what the real origins of the disease are he 
hasn’t the faintest idea. He is hectored on all sides by quack medicine men, who speak in 
accents that suggest wisdom and knowledge. They have offered remedies, and he has tried 
them. But he is no better, and he is fast losing faith in them. He sees death staring him in 


the face. 

The medicine men that represent the 
pillars of political and economic orthodoxy 
come in a rich number of varieties, but 
basically speaking they can be divided into 
two principal categories; orthodox right and 
orthodox left. 

On the orthodox right the picture of 
the disease is simple: agitation in industry is 
part of a campaign of revolution. Its purpose 
is to defeat the Government’s ‘counter- 
inflation’ policy, bring the Government down 
and replace it with a Labour government 
committed increasingly to extreme left-wing 
policies and controlled increasingly by people 
of communist bent, with the militant union 
leaders wielding the big stick over the party 
leaders. 

On the orthodox left the picture is 
equally simple, if opposite: the current 
disease is part of the final crisis of capitalism. 
The object of the Government’s ‘counter- 
inflation’ policy is to provide a weapon with 
which to beat the unions and the workers 
into submission, and this must be resisted by 
the solidarity of the ‘working class’ move- 
ment. 

There is a grain of truth, in fact, in 
both points of view. But as to the deeper 
implications of that truth none of those 
shouting these opposite battle cries has the 
faintest glimmer of an idea. In their per- 
ception of the powers at work which have 
made for this situation, the men who con- 
front each other at the barricades of the 
current conflict are quite pathetically out of 
touch. They are pygmies, with pygmy 
minds — whether they scream the odds in the 
rough accents of a Joe Gormley or administer 
pompous strictures in the smoother tones of 
Tory Government ministers. In whatever 
case, their mental horizons in so far as they 
relate to the crisis of the present are about 
ten yards distant from the tips of their noses, 
no more. 

They hold the positions that they do, 
being the principal spokesmen in the affair, 
not despite their pygmy statures but because 
of them. Forces miles above their heads, 
which have engineered the crisis by methods 
of which they have no inkling, have placed 
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them where they are precisely because they 
have the desired combination of small time 
intellect and big time personal vanity that 
will ensure that they continue striking pos- 
tures which will aggravate rather than remedy 
the troubled state of things. They each play 
to the galleries of their respective political 
and social cliques while the strings on which 
they dangle are deftly manipulated by people 
who play with the destinies of the nations. 

I said earlier that there was a grain of 
truth in the slogans of the conventional right 
and left. The right is speaking the truth when 
it says that revolution is the aim; the left is 
also speaking the truth when it says that the 
disease is part of the final crisis of capitalism. 
But what neither the right nor the left 
recognises is that the forces making for 
revolution and those responsible for the final 
crisis of capitalism are one and the same. 
They are in fact the hammer and the anvil of 
a process in which Britain, together with the 
whole world, is deliberately being moulded 
into a new form. 

We have drawn attention often enough 
in these columns to the fact that all major 
movements of the political left in the modern 
world are supported by powerful moneyed 
interests, in particular the international 
banks. This has often drawn protests from 
some of the more innocent of our readers 
that the moneyed interests — in a word, 
capitalism — would surely never subsidise 
those who were bent on their own 
destruction. 

But what these protests fail to take 
into account is the fact that the destruction 
of the contemporary system does not require 
a revolution from the left to bring it about; 
it is inevitable in the very nature of the 
system itself. 

The contemporary capitalist system — 
which should not be confused with the 
system of private ownership of industry — is 
a system based on debt. Its entire financial 
structure is controlled not by governments 
but by international banks. Almost the 
entire quantity of money that we use in the 
conduct of our economic affairs comes into 
existence as interest-bearing debt issued by 
the banks as credit to industry, the private 


individual and the State. It is a matter of 
common sense that these debts can never be 
repaid, since to do so with the necessary 
interest would require more money than the 
entire economy possesses. As it happens, 
what repayment of debt there is is only 
effected by the accumulation of further 
debt. New loans are raised to pay off old 
loans. 

The result of course is that with each 
year the burden of debt on the community 
increases, and this must continue to the point 
where the economy is eventually sucked dry. 
The vampire of finance cannot continue 
feeding on the blood of his victim when 
there is no blood left. 

This, in the barest and crudest form, is 
the inside picture of how the international 
capitalist system has worked. for the whole 
of our lives. By use of the system, the 
controllers of international finance have 
steadily increased their international power. 

What is not generally understood is 
that this power has a political motive. 
Political power over men and over nations 
is its aim. Its purpose is not economic but 
messianic: economics are merely a means to 
an end. Once the economic and financial 
system has exhausted its utility as a vehicle 
of world power, it is expendable. 

Precisely because the controllers of 
international money power know that their 
system contains in itself the seeds of its own 
eventual destruction by reason of the fact 
that it is a parasite which feeds on a body 
that cannot indefinitely support it, the need 
is imposed upon them to devise an alternative 
system which will eventually replace it as 
their vehicle of power. 


GRUESOME EFFECTS 


The need for such an alternative is 
further underlined by another circumstance: 
in time the gruesome effects of the capitalist 
system become evident to masses of people 
in the form of poverty, unemployment, 
inflation and recurring economic crises. As 
the stranglehold of the debt system over the 
economy tightens, its consequences are felt 
by everybody directly or indirectly — apart 
of course from the favoured few who control 
the system. 

Such a state of affairs is bound to have 
its backlash. Among the mass of people 
there will arise those who demand a new 
and different system for the running of 
society and the distribution of the com- 
munity’s wealth. The controllers of the 
money power cannot afford to have the 
people organise themselves into a movement 
for the genuine change of their system. 

For these reasons, the Money Power 
has devised and instituted its own alternative 
system: International Socialism. 

By this term we mean every variety of 
‘socialistic’ ideology falling within the general 
compass of the political left. It includes both 
Communism and its overtly milder forms 


practised in most Western countries and 
called ‘Socialism’ or ‘Social Democracy’. 

By the weapon of International 
Socialism the powers of Big Banksterdom 
lead and control the struggle of the working 
masses against themselves. They create the 
channel into which all protest against their 
system is funnelled, so that instead of it 
being a protest that could assume a form 
which would threaten them they ensure that 
it is a protest that they can control and weld 
into their own advanced weapon for political 
power. 

This is the reason why money from 
Big Business, and particularly the banks, 
finds its way into the coffers of Socialist 
parties. These parties are being built up into 
the instrument by which Money Power will 
assume control of the world when the 
capitalist system itself is no longer workable, 
when it has killed itself by sucking its 
victim dry. 

It is also the reason why, behind the 
smokescreen of the so-called ‘cold war’ 
International Capitalism and International 
Communism work in harness, why massive 
financial aid is given by Big Business in the 
West to prop up the Soviet economy when it 
is sagging. 

By the exercise of usury capital from 
above and revolutionary agitation from 
below, the Money Power operates a pincer 
movement which tears at the vitals of our 
society. Both are themselves weapons of 
revolution in the deepest sense of the term. 
The real nature of the revolution has nothing 
to do with delivering society from the 
‘capitalists’ and establishing a ‘workers’ state’. 
These are just slogans, used to deceive the 
stupid and the unthinking. The real nature 
of revolution is the drive to replace the 
historic national states of the world by a 
World State controlled by a cosmopolitan 
clique. Totalitarian Communism is the 
intended method for ruling that World 
State, usury capitalism the intermediate 
stage by which the nations are first brought 
to their knees. 

This is why both capitalism and Com- 
munism are bitterly hostile to any form of 
nationalism (except the mini-nationalism that 
they can sometimes use — temporarily — as 
a weapon against a greater nationalism). 
Nationalism stands in the way of the One 
World State which these powers are deter- 
mined to impose upon us. If any reader 
should think this general thesis far-fetched, 
he should ponder on the clearly established 
fact that a massive campaign is going on in 
Britain to undermine every form of national 
patriotism and that vast quantities of money 
are backing this campaign. Internationalist 
organisations seldom have trouble in ob- 
taining big funds; national and patriotic 
organisations in contrast are always hard up. 

The crisis that Britain is presently 
going through can only be understood against 
this background. We are now experiencing 
the effects of this two-sided assault. 

The Money Power, by its control of the 
financial credit of the nation, first creates 


the conditions making for widespread dis- 
content among the workers in industry. In 
this process it uses the weapons of inflation 
and deflation alternately, as convenience 
demands. By causing a glut of money, it 
sends prices climbing crazily upwards. The 
glut is brought about by the issue of almost 
boundless credit whereby new loans are 
created to pay off the old loans made earlier 
by the same usury process. The effect of this 
process is that the worker’s wage is worth 
less and less weekly: he can only keep up his 
standard of living by continually demanding 
a higher wage. 

This the Government is determined not 
to give him because it sees the inflationary 
process at work and knows that if it gives in 
to wage demands that process will only be 
accentuated. In their stupidity, the leaders 
of this present Government believe that by 
sitting on the lid of workers’ wage demands 
they will keep the inflationary monster from 
getting out of the box — a tragic illusion. 

The other weapon of the Money Power 
if of course deflation. This means restricting 
the flow of credit and calling in existing 
loans, in other words draining money out 
of the economy. A lot of so-called ‘experts’ 
are now clamouring for this policy, including 
— unhappily — Enoch Powell, and the policy 
will probably be adopted in the near future. 

Such a policy is not just equally disas- 
trous; it is more so — as the 1930s proved. 
Industry will run down and there will be 
massive unemployment — simply because 
the money that is the essential fuel for the 
economy will be withdrawn. 

From the point of view of the Money 
Power, inflation and deflation are inter- 
changeable. They both serve the same end: 
they create in society the misery and anger 
that can be canalised to feed its own 
machinery of revolution. 


HOPELESSLY INADEQUATE 


In the face of this process the nostrums 
of conventional left-wing and right-wing 
orthodoxy are hopelessly inadequate. The 
left demands that Government capitulates 
to current wage demands, thus abandoning 
Phase III of its ‘counter-inflation’ policy. It 
is quite right to say that this will only further 
the process of inflation, as indeed it will so 
long as we live under the present system. 

But the remedies of the orthodox 
‘right’ are equally pathetic. Even if the wage 
demands are not met the process of inflation 
will still continue, albeit at a slightly slower 
rate, and this will mean that with each 
succeeding week wages will buy less. Quite 
apart from the basic injustice and immorality 
of such a process, it will have disastrous 
effects in industry as more and more honest 
to goodness workers will have no recourse 
but to support the increased agitation and 
disruption of the left-wing unionists. Talk 
of ‘standing firm’ in such a situation is pure 
claptrap — you cannot ‘stand firm’ against a 


worker’s demand that he shall not starve. 

The only other remedy that the ‘right’ 
has against inflation is deflation, which, as 
we have said, will bring even worse con- 
sequences. It will deliver the worker to 
starvation by a different route: instead of 
rocketing prices, we will have plummeting 
wages. 

The only effective solution to the 
trouble can be found by tackling the system 
at its roots. First of all, the prerogative of the 
banks as the creators of money must be 
brought to an end, as must the method of 
creating money as interest-bearing debt. The 
State must assume the power to create all 
new money that flows into the economy, and 
this must be done by an exact yearly estimate 
of the total national product and what 
increase in it is possible within the year with 
all powers of production working at full 
stretch. The money must then be spent into 
the economy as public expenditure. This 
will accomplish two things at a stroke: it will 
vastly reduce, if not eliminate, taxation; and 
it will ensure that at all times the flow of 
money is kept in regular equilibrium to 
production, so that neither inflation nor 
deflation result. An elected government in 
Britain can of course carry out this policy 
within the national framework; it cannot 
implement it over the whole world, therefore 
an immunity to the effects of the inter- 
national ramifications of the old system must 
be pursued through a programme of national 
economic autarchy so far as our resources 
allow. This is also necessary to guard us 
against inflation in the prices of our imports. 

By these means the root causes of the 
evils in the capitalist system will be elimin- 
ated. Private enterprise in most departments 
of industry can still operate with benefits to 
all concerned, providing the most important, 
and only relevant, form of socialism is intro- 
duced — that which gives to the State the 
power of money creation. 

In such a situation wage demands can 
be treated on their merits without the fear 
that they will give rise to a general in- 
flationary spiral. Such demands will anyway 
become much less widespread, because prices 
will remain stable and the growing prosperity 
of all industries will bestow its benefits on 
the worker by regular increases in his income 
— preferably through a share of increasing 
profits. This will make the union agitator a 
superfluous joke. 

Because of the limitations of space, 
this analysis is lacking in sources of reference, 
and in this connection the reader who seeks 
more substantial evidence of the thesis out- 
lined is recommended to obtain and study 
the following books in particular: THE 
NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. Chesterton); 
WORLD REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster); 
THE STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER 
(George *Knupffer); THE NAKED CAPI- 
TALIST (W. Cleon Skousen); NONE DARE 
CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Gary Allen). All 
these works are available from Nationalist 
Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 
2QF. 
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Before his death last August, A. K. 
Chesterton, former Chairman of the National 
Front, wrote his last book, FACING THE 
ABYSS. We reprint here an extract from 
the book, which is being serialised in the 
newsletter CANDOUR. 


SO VAST is the scope of modern political 
life, so devious and complex the forces 
shaping it, that no understanding is possible 
without the knowledge that seldom does 
appearance reflect the inner reality. That 
knowledge, for obvious reasons, is not readily 
made available. Electorates would be 
shocked if they became aware that much 
government is government by false pretences. 

Sixty years ago Hilaire Belloc and Cecil 
Chesterton revealed something of the truth 
in their book, The Party Game, which showed 
politicians to be engaged in sham fights on 
issues that were rarely the real issues. These 
two men had much to do with disclosure of 
the Marconi contract scandal, which estab- 
lished the involvement of Ministers of the 
Crown with’ international capitalist trans- 
actions. 

Since that time research has been 
wider and gone much deeper, resulting in the 
discovery that, in almost all matters of 
fundamental policy, and not simply in 
isolated cases, government of the people by 
the people for the people is a contrived 
delusion. A more accurate description today 
is government of the people by the party 
bosses for international vested interests. The 
power structure is such that the dominant 


internal influences, are those closely related. 


to the dominant external influences. They 
are exercised under cover. Those who 
exercise thern are the Lords of misrule, who 
increasingly hold the world in thrall. 

Before seeking them out in depth it 
may help if we examine the general political 
climate in which our own affairs are con- 
ducted and enquire into the sincerity or 
otherwise of the parties to whom they are 
entrusted. This does not entail diving below 
the surface. 

Consider, for example, the rise to 
power — or at any rate to government — 
of the British Left-Wing. Before and during 
the First World War its leaders fulminated 
not without reason, against the machinations 
of international finance. Once office was 
achieved, however, not only did their cam- 
paign come to a sudden end, but even the 
phrase was dropped from their platforms. 
Why? The reason will in due course become 
clear. The attacks on “wicked capitalists”, 
of course, continue without abatement at 
the present day, but care is taken not to 
differentiate financial capital, which makes 
debts, from industrial capital which makes 
goods and which is universally understood to 
be the target of Left-Wing hostility. In as far 
as in the upper reaches the two are often 
married there may be some justification in 
treating them as one. 

While the Bolshevist Revolution was 
taking place in Russia one of the chief 
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DISEASE BENEATH 


THE SKIN 


leaders of the Left in Britain, Philip Snow- 
don, was making speeches of such reckless 
fury that he could blame nobody for 
thinking that he was himself a violent 
revolutionary. Within little more than ten 
years, when he became Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, he was so beloved by the bankers 
that they made him a Freeman of the City 
of London and he ended his career as a peer 
of the Realm. 

Although this transformation was more 
spectacular (and therefore more ironic) than 
that of any other colleague, Snowdon was 
not the only “‘class-warrior” to blaze a path 
into the exalted world of the Establishment 
after making a name for himself as its 
deadly enemy. I know of no Left-Wing 
politician since the days of Keir Hardie who 
impoverished himself in the “workers’ cause”, 
but hundreds who espoused it and im- 
mediately improved the terms of life for 
themselves as a direct consequence. Such 
improvement does not of itself indicate 
personal insincerity, but neither does it 
betoken any great attachment to the com- 
mand “‘Sell all ye hath and give to the poor.” 
The higher the leaders progressed in the 
hierarchy the wider became the gap in 
material fortune between them and those 
(including the poorest in the land) whom 
they nominally represented. Nobody seemed 
to mind. 

These considerations do not apply only 
to the Left-Wing leaders of the earlier days. 
Typical of all too many was the post-war 
idol whose eloquence rang through the 
valleys of his native Wales, as — deeply 


- incensed at the sufferings of the “underdogs” 


— he angrily denounced the parasitical 
capitalists who preyed upon them. Had it 
been possible to arrange excursions for 
Welsh miners to come to London for a 
sight of their champion luxuriously dis- 
porting himself amidst the West End flesh- 
pots they would have recoiled in sheer 
incredulity. As the man is dead I will not 
name him. While he was at the height of 
his popularity I once asked him how he 
reconciled practice with precept. Scarlet of 
cheek he could only roar at me: ““You see, 
you cannot help being scurrilous!” It is by 
no means unknown for Members of Parlia- 
ment representing working-class constitu- 
encies to change into shabbier clothes when 
going to address meetings in their own areas. 
Such is demagogy. 

Other such leaders have simpler tastes, 
but how many among them lack an eye for 
the main chance, how many spurn an 
opportunity to feather their own nests? How 


many, by stressing the inequalities between 
rich and poor, have individually widened the 
gap through their own advancement? It is 
not “scurrility” which bids me pose such 
questions, but an earnest desire for the 
general political scene to be observed other 
than through rose-tinted spectacles. 

The Right-Wing leaders and_ their 
Parliamentary followers are infused with 
hypocrisy of an even deadlier kind. However 
much or however little their opponents have 
had to do with the process, there can be no 
doubt that in purely material terms the 
standard of living for the large majority of 
the people of Britain has shown an enormous 
improvement during the last half century. 
In so far as this was a Left-Wing aim (and 
despite any argument that the aim was 
achieved in spite of its own policies) the 
Left’s apparent claim to success cannot 
lightly be brushed aside. That in the long 
term the influence of the Left may prove to 
have been one of the major factors in 
plunging the world into the new Dark Ages 
is another matter and one which we shall 
consider later. What commensurate triumph 
can be claimed by the Right? The question 
presupposes that its main drive is known. If 
it be known, the secret has been well kept! 
Should the word “Conservative” mean what 
one would assume it to mean the Party 
must seek to conserve, but what it conserves 
is a mystery when account is taken of what 
has not in fact been conserved. 

As politics — or at any rate political 
shadow-fighting — became polarised in 
Britain, the Liberal Party was eliminated as 
an effective force, its more “radical” elements 
adhering to the Labour Party and the more 
“moderate” to the Conservatives. Liberalism 
in the Nineteenth Century and until the end 
of the First World War was based on the 
go-as-you-please policies of the Manchester 
School. These policies, with certain modifi- 
cations, were taken over by the Conservative 
Party, which then became the custodian of 
the free enterprise system. It has been clear 
for the last 50 years that, in a country as 
dependent as Britain on external sources for 
much of its food and almost all its raw 
materials, some central planning was essential, 
but within this broad framework there was 
vast scope for private enterprise. How well 
has the Right served as its custodian? The 
answer is that both the Right and Left have 
acted as the joint instruments of Monopoly 
Capitalism within the national context and, 
as we shall soon see, are now hell-bent on 
delivering the whole world into the hands of 
international monopolists. Monopoly, 


whether public or private, is the destroyer of 
free enterprise. Thus the Right as the 
custodian of free enterprise has failed and 
according to present trends will fail still more 
disastrously in the future. 

Politically the Right is still regarded, 
against all the facts, as the staunch champion 
of patriotism and the traditional British 
values. Not only has it betrayed our national 
interests and the interests of those who were 
loyal to us in every part of the world, but it 
has vied with the Left for the deep dishonour 
of obliterating the British nation as a 
separated historical entity empowered to 
manage its own affairs. It has not only vied, 
but won. Even this, however, is not 
necessarily its ultimate betrayal. There is 
always the possibility of opting out of an 
international regime when it is recognised 
as an insupportable and racketeering tyranny 
set up not for the good of the people but as 
ameans to enable voracious power-addicts to 
control the world. 

The final betrayal of the British nation 
would be their opting out only to discover 
that their national identity was no longer 
Anglo-Saxon and Celtic, but a hugger- 
mugger of the various strains — African, 
Asiatic, Italian, French, German, Dutch, 
Algerian — in fact the lot. To a dangerous 
extent Britain has already become a province 
of Cosmopolis. 

In 1955 Harold Macmillan, replying 
to a question of mine, said that he was 
gravely concerned about the influx of 
coloured immigrants. Next year he became 
Prime Minister. From that time until 1964 
the immigrant population increased so rapidly 
that to pass through large areas of the 
Midlands now suggests driving through 
Karachi or Bombay, while entire streets and 
suburbs in London, on bothsides of the river, 
recall the sights and sounds of the Caribbean. 
Similar patterns have been formed all over 
the country. As though this were not 
betrayal enough, the million or so Algerians 
in France and thousands of Indonesians in 
Holland will soon have free access to our 
country, which may also exepct the export 
from Italy of its endemic unemployment 
problem. A grim prospect. 

The politicians of all the Parties, in 
encouraging or even in tolerating the gift of 
our island home to swarms of disparate 
breeds, have been guilty of treason im- 
measurably more damaging than that of any 
act for which war-time traitors were hanged. 
Not for the legislators, however, the prospect 
of the gallows. Let them but continue to 
subserve the dominant influences at work 
undermining our nationhood and if they do 
not secure a seat in the House of Lords, as 
well they may, there is always the chance of 
a knighthood to console them. 


In the consideration of such matters it 
is only fair to the Left to say that, since the 
days of Robert Blatchford, it has never 
pretended to be other than anti-patriotic. 
Its wan, thin-blooded, priggish little leader 
in the ’thirties, Clement Attlee, was proud 


to boast that he and his colleagues were 
deliberately giving their allegiance to a world 
order (which did not happen to exist) and 
not to their own country. His present-day 
successor, the egregious Harold Wilson, has 
loftily declared the whole world to be his 
kin — a ludicrous concept, but not ludicrous 
enough, it would appear, to evoke the 
derisive laughter of his followers. 

The Right can make no such general 
claim to excuse their manifold treasons. As 
they claim to be patriots most of them trade 
under a fraudulent label and do so un- 
blushingly because they know that the 
traditional Conservative image handed down 
from a nobler past is firmly implanted in the 
minds of their followers. As labour voters 
look upon the Labour Party as their bulwark 
of defence against the “wicked capitalists”, so 
do the old dears (of whatever age) look upon 
the Conservative Party as their bulwark 
against the depredations of the “wicked 
socialists”. Both images are false. 


RIGHT WING M P.s 


What goes on in the minds of Right- 
Wing M.P.’s intelligent enough to be aware 
of what their leaders are doing? In the 
middle ’fifties Captain Henry Kerby, Con- 
servative M.P. for Arundel, asked me to visit 
him at the House of Commons. His object 
was to tell me that he and very many of his 
colleagues greatly admired the work I was 
doing in defence of British interests at home 
and overseas. I expressed my gratification, 
adding that it would be even more en- 
couraging were the Members to defend these 
causes from the floor of the House. “Never 
fear, A.K. never fear, it will come, it will 
come,” he assured me. The years went by 
but nothing came. Then it occurred to me 
to ask why, if the others were afraid to speak 
out, Kerby did not himself defy the Devil. 

Here, as far as I can remember, was his 
answer: “Look, all the chaps on our side of 
the House, if they do not possess private 
means, have this, that, or the other City 
directorship, or are political advisers to this 
or that big corporation. Some of the biggest 
corporations have quite a bevy of political 
advisers, and not all from our Benches! For 
my own part I have no City directorship or 
emoluments from any outside source. If I 
were to stand up in the House and hammer 
home the truths you publish, Central Office 
would not lose a day before getting to work 
in my constituency. Somebody else would 
be put forward as the official candidate at 
the next election and I would be ditched.” 

There was nothing more that I could 
usefully say,so I kept my thoughts to myself. 
Henry Kerby and I remained friends for the 
remainder of his life and in many ironic 
little notes to me he expressed his views on 
the Parliamentary scene. Some were very 
brief. “Did you see what Tufton B. said in 
the House yesterday? A knighthood for 
him!” “So the first Suez rebel has begged the 


second batch of Suez rebels to return to the 
fold. Mark my words, it will be ‘Arise Sir 
Harry’ ”. His prognostications were never 
wide of the mark. Only once, however, did 
Kerby take the initiative in Parliament. He 
tabled a Bill for the reform of the monetary 
system, but even if he had not been in 
declining health I doubt whether he would 
have pressed it home with vigour. Henry 
Kerby was a charming man and completely 
sincere in his outlook. The thought some- 
times came into my mind that charm and 
political sincerity need not debar their 
possessor from a post in Intelligence. 

Kerby’s ironical contemplation of his 
colleagues in Parliament shows something of 
the reality of life in the Palace of Westminster, 
as it does the unreality of many popular 
conceptions of what takes place there. While 
it cannot be said that the politician is a 
greatly esteemed figure in modern Britain 
few people realise how great is the difference 
between Parliamentary values and the values 
upheld in private life. As a private person, 
for instance, it is most improbable that 
Julian Amery would take a very strong line 
against some business issue, and then — 
without there being any objective change — 
turn round to defend it. A Suez rebel, he 
denounced the Government’s policy in no 
uncertain terms: immediately afterwards, 
promoted to a Ministerial post in the War 
Office, he arose in Parliament to speak in its 
defence. The course of action he took was 
not due to a change of mind. His new 
duties required it of him. This seemed as 
natural to him as it did to everybody else 
in the House. In due course when Sir 
Julian is bidden to arise, beyond doubt he 
will do so with the consciousness of having 
rendered valuable political services to the 
country. Distinction between country and 
party is not a line which the casuists of 
Westminster trouble to draw. 

There is also an atmosphere in Parlia- 
ment which has a vitiating effect on all but 
the strongest characters. As_ pressures 
through the year have multiplied, so has the 
atmosphere been intensified. Today moral 
courage, the readiness to take a determined 
stand in the face of general displeasure, the 
resolve at all costs to be a man in his own 
right and not simply a cog in a Party 
Machine — these attitudes are rarely en- 
countered and even more rarely for long 
maintained. 

It may be that the difference between 
public and private life in some respects is 
quantitative rather than qualitative. Both 
appear to suffer from the same disease — a 
disease which assumes its most virulent form 
in Parliament. Despite its name, it does not 
set free but enslaves the human will, con- 
fining its activity within the limits of what is 
permitted, which means usually all things 
which paralyse, stultify or degrade but 
nothing that would stand athwart the New 
Barbarism’s stampede into chaos. 

The name of the disease is liberalism, 
a corrosive poison. 
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S.E.D. BROWN 


LIBERALS - FIFTH 
COLUMNISTS 


OF COMMUNISM 


Reprinted in abridged form with acknowledgements to The South A frican Observer, P.O. Box 


2401, Pretoria, South Africa 


WHAT the West does not seem to realise is 
that the monstrous thing that has befallen 
Eastern Europe in the name of Communism 
is no different from the monstrous thing that 
is fast befalling the West in the name of 
socialism, internationalism, world brother- 
hood — and Liberalism. 

On all sides we see the steady chipping 
away of the bulwarks of our civilisation, and 
the tragedy of it is that there are so many 
Liberals who join in this treason; join in it, in 
fact, with a fanatical zeal. 

They totally misunderstand the nature 
of man, the intrinsic character of our 
civilisation, the innate trends of collective 
masses, the nature of technology and 
economy, the religious forces and the logical 
conclusions of irreligious attitudes, the im- 
plications of democracy, nationalism, totali- 
tarianism, and every form of determinism. 
They have always misjudged the contem- 
porary scene and acted with an air of 
arrogant infallibility on the wrong 
assumptions until we have all finally ended 
in our present frightful predicament. 


FREEDOM IN PERSPECTIVE 


Let us get Liberalism, their “freedom 
policy”’, in perspective. We all want as much 
personal and political freedom as circum- 
stances will allow. The policy, when it is 
true Liberalism, therefore has its legitimate 
place opposite Conservatism. But in wartime 
and when a country is threatened by com- 
munist subversion, we recognise that circum- 
stances require drastic curtailments of liberty. 

It is then not the right time to boost 
a policy of freedom from restriction in the 
name of Liberalism. 

Each man’s freedom is another’s res- 
triction to limit it. If there were no traffic 
laws, and we could park our cars like donkeys 
in the middle of the road, our freedom and 
security in driving would be reduced to a 
precarious degree. On a higher level, the 
notorious threat to liberty by Communism 
wherever it has established itself, becomes a 
circumstance as compelling as war, for res- 
tricting its freedom for subversive activity. 

One of the Communist gambits is to 
create an explosive situation and then com- 
plain of “Fascist” methods of containing it. 
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And the Liberals fall into line, gravely 
contending that Communist propaganda 
thrives on poverty and repression. This is 
the pet shibboleth of Liberals who are blind 
to the history and techniques of Communism 
as a militant force, and seem to suggest that 
it is a sort of charitable movement, albeit a 
godless one, as it pretends to be. 

On that argument one would expect 
poverty and repression to win elections for 
it. But it has never won a free electoral 
contest, and dares not try to do so. 


DISEASE OF MIND AND SOUL 


This parrot cry of the Liberals that 
“poverty breeds communism”, is one of the 
major misconceptions current about Com- 
munism. This is the false “stomach”’ theory 
of communism. Communism is not a disease 
caused by an empty stomach. It is a disease 
of the mind and soul. 

Communism does not originate with 
the poor, the uneducated, the exploited, or 
the working class. Every major world 
Communist figure who became a Communist 
in a non-Communist country did so as a 
student intellectual, materialistic in philo- 
sophy and atheistic in faith. The long list of 
important communist agents who were well- 
fed student intellectuals includes Marx, 
Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Chou Enlai, Chou Teh, 
Mao Tse-tung, Ho Chi-minh, Alger Hiss, 
Harry Dexter White, Klaus Fuchs, Julius 
Rosenberg,Guy Burgess,and Donald Maclean. 

Furthermore, Communism is not sus- 
tained by the poor, the uneducated, the 
exploited, or the working class. It is 
sustained by the world’s richest men. Indeed, 
it is a fully authenticated fact — carefully 
concealed by world press censorship — that 
the Russian Revolution was financed from 
Wall Street and that the Soviet Union has, 
ever since then, been built up and kept alive 
by the International Financial cabal; that the 
same paternal bonds have persisted through 
the years and were never stronger than they 
are today — and that their effective instru- 
ments are the United Nations and its 
specialised agencies, whence come the “winds 
of change” which are set to destroy the 
White man, his nations and civilisation. 


COMMUNIST ATTITUDE TOWARD RACE 


Communists are skilled enough in war- 
fare to know that their goal can be 
approached by different ways. They know 
that some nations are still too “backward” 
to look with an enthusiastic eye upon the 
collectivising of their economy. These 
nations must be edged toward it by indirect 
methods. And the Communist tactic now 
most aggressively used in the West, and in 
South Africa, is the approach through the 
idea of racial integration and collectivism. 

The Communist attitude toward race 
stems from Communism’s materialistic rep- 
resentation of man, which has always had as 
one of its cardinal tenets the dogma that 
there are no real differences between people 
except economic differences. They accor- 
dingly hold: “Remove the economic 
differences and all the others — racial, 
cultural, social and moral — will disappear.” 

This phase of the levelling or ob- 
literating process, which is also Liberal 
policy, is now being presented with a great 
deal of moral unction. Moreover, it has the 
tactical advantage of undermining the historic 
constitutional structure of each and every 
country. 

In every part of the White world the 
common people have understood this for a 
very long while. To them Communism has 
always signalised its advent by an ostensible 
free and natural but actually self-conscious 
and tendentious racial mingling. This is the 
way Western man has intuitively spotted the 
emergence of Communism. 

The common people often perceive 
elemental things which the over-educated 
cannot see. That they have been right in 
identifying this as the opening tactic of 
Communism in the U.S., England and in 
South Africa and elsewhere now seems 
beyond question. 


FILLING ROLE OF FIFTH COLUMNISTS 


Pink shades into red in politics as well 
as in fact. It is always Liberal idealism on 
which the Communists rely to open the door 
for their political robbery, on the pious 
pretext that all closed doors are a denial of 
freedom. In condemning so many con- 
servative measures and policies in South 
Africa, on principle, all those Liberals who 
do so are filling the role of fifth columnists 
to Communist infiltration. 

Like the cells of a cancer in revolt 
against the organism that gave them being, 
the “liberals” can only destroy. They can 
destroy their nations from within in the same 
way as they can destroy a political party 
from within — just as they have destroyed 
the United Party in South Africa, and the 
Democratic and Republican Parties in 
America. 

But even though it is in the nature of 
“liberals” to divide and destroy — and even 
though they are dedicated to breaking up the 


organic unities of Western nations while 
working for the opposite effect among 
political Zionists and the black and brown 
peoples of the world — this does not mean 
that “liberals” do not believe in unity. Of 
course they do! 


DEMORALISING JARGON 


But as must be expected from persons 
noted for ingenuity in creating and pursuing 
the phantoms of their own minds, “liberals” 
have a special name for it. They call it the 
“Unity of Mankind”. 

Of course, they never make clear what 
they mean by the phrase. Nor do they ever 
define the other cliches which make up their 
vocabulary — cliches such as ‘brotherhood’, 
‘democracy’, ‘equality’, ‘fundamental human 
rights’, ‘social justice’, ‘peace’, ‘progress’, 
‘new thinking’, the ‘new world’ and all the 
other demoralising jargon which goes to 
make up “world opinion”. 

Moreover, observers notice how these 
“liberal” cliches are creeping more and more 
into the editorial columns of newspapers and 
the pronouncements of politicians. But no 
one ever attempts to define the meaning of 
these cliches or to indicate the direction in 
which these vague words are intended to 
lead the public. 

All that the man-in-the-street is per- 
mitted to know is that “liberals” have 
“morality” and “world opinion” on their 
side. He must not suspect that the 
“morality” is a figment imagined by persons 
who have openly repudiated morals, and 
that “world opinion” is what is created when 
a few “‘liberal” journalists in one country use 
the favourite cliches of a few journalists in 
another. The man-in-the-street is certainly 
not told that the “unity of mankind’, 
“fundamental human rights”, and similar 
cliches are designed to lead him blindfolded 
up the path of international socialism, to 
strip him of his racial and national character, 
and finally to destroy his dignity and integrity 
as an individual human being. 


THE UNITY OF TOTALITARIANS 


The menace of the “Liberal” lies 
precisely in the fact that behind the elaborate 
facade of his high-sounding cliches — 
sophistries cleverly designed to eradicate the 
concept of racial integrity and national 
sovereignty, and to strip Western man of his 
racial and national character, making of him 
a rootless cosmopolitan for whom life has 
become meaningless — all “liberal” activities 
are purposive and co-ordinated. 

Their activities lead straight toward 
their goal of “(One World: One Race”, and 
“One World: One Government” — which 
cannot be anything but a materialistic 
totalitarianism, a monstrous and a barbarous 
tyranny. This is precisely the goal of the 
Communist Conspiracy. 


Driven by their determination to im- 
pose on the Diversity of nature the Unifor- 
mity of their imaginary world, the “liberals” 
have willed the end, and do not shrink from 
the means. That the imposition of unifor- 
mity on diversity requires force — as bayonets, 
machine guns, and paratroopers were required 
in the U.S. — does not in the least deter these 
“liberals”. 

And as self-appointed keepers of the 
“world conscience’’, they think it “inhuman” 
and in the worst nationalist taste to mention 
the fact that when force is used to build 
paradises — multiracial, socialist, or other — 
there are inevitable consequences. Millions 
of poor wretches have been savagely 
slaughtered and starved to death to build the 
socialist paradises in Russia and China — and 
millions more will continue to be slaughtered 
to maintain those paradises. The price of 
“social justice” is massacre. 

This helps to explain why “‘iberals’’, 
although always professing to be anti- 
Communist, are almost invariably to be found 
in the ranks of the militant anti-anti- 
Communists. For just as “liberals”, though 
forever quarrelling among themselves, hold 
basic beliefs which co-ordinate their efforts 
to undermine and destroy the fibre, integrity, 
and organic unity of every Western nation, 
so their quarrels with Communist theory do 
not prevent them from finding themselves on 
common ground with the Communists. 


JUDAS GOATS OF THE WEST 


Like the sunflower to the sun, the 
“liberal” always turns to the Left. 

That is why, whenever a nation seeks 
to preserve itself by investigating and ex- 
posing the Communist Conspiracy, the 
tender-minded ‘liberals’ immediately 
mobilise themselves to defend traitors, sub- 
versives and yes, also murderers. 

Despite their verbose wrangling with 
Communists over the details of theory, the 
“liberals” are always drawn toward Com- 
munism because, cutting themselves off from 
their own culture, they have no place else to 
go. They are themselves persons who have 
turned their backs on, and are traitors to 
their own people, their own kind, and their 
own traditions. They are inevitably lined up 
with the enemies of their nation and their 
race. They are the political Judas Goats of 
the modern Western world. 


THE FACTS OF “LIBERALISM” 


If we look beyond the “‘liberal”’ ver- 
biage and the professions of good intentions, 
which are doubtless sincere, since there need 
be no connection between cause and effect in 
a dream-world — if we look beyond these to 
the results of “‘liberal’’ action, we see four 
cardinal facts: 

1) Contemporary “Liberalism’’, like Com- 
munism, denies the validity of absolute 


moral values, whether arrived at prescriptively 
or rationally; 
2) “Liberalism”, like Communism, rejects 
the spiritual bases upon which the 
unique being of the individual person is 
founded, and with that rejection it destroys 
the philosophical foundation which is the 
sine qua non of a free society; 
3)  “Liberalism’’,like Communism, applies 
to social and political realities the mad 
and impious schemes of the “social engineer’’, 
who, with calculation, and the violence of 
centralised power, would dam, confine, 
control, and direct the free rhythms of 
human life — who would abrogate the laws 
of nature and abolish the design of God; and 
therefore, 
4) Contemporary “‘liberalism” and Com- 
munism are, in effect, forces of the 
same revolutionary movement. 
The only significant difference is that 
the ‘‘liberal” may not know where he is 
going, the Communist does. 


ENEMIES OF THE HUMAN RACE 


The threats of contemporary Liberalism 
and Communism are not merely threats to 
Western civilisation and Western culture, 
they are threats to every civilisation and every 
culture. 

In short, they are not only enemies of 
nations but quite simply of the human race 
and, as such, the enemies of God and of all 
human achievement. 

They want nothing less from us than 
our complete surrender to their one-world, 
equalitarian, collectivist ideology. 

We are facing the worst extremists in 
this struggle. To win, we cannot afford the 
luxury of tolerance and timidity — or of any 
relaxation in our principles and policies. Our 
very survival is at stake! 

In fighting them we are no longer 
fighting only for the freedom of nations, 
but for the freedom of the human being. 
And so, for all who want to remain free 
human beings, there can be no choice. 

We must seek a practical solution — one 
which will follow not only the Communists, 
but the proliferating Liberals into their holes, 
after the manner of ferrets. We must be 
sinuous, we must be lethal, we must be as 
merciless as the deadly creatures we seek to 
destroy. 


CANTERBURY BRANCH NATIONAL FRONT 
are holding a 


SOCIAL EVENING & BUFFET DANCE 


at a well known, top rate hotel. All Kent 
and South London members and sup- 


porters are invited to come along and 
enjoy themselves, tickets are £1.50 each, 
from Mr. D. Whiting, 31 St. Michaels 
Place, Canterbury. The exact venue will 
be shown on the tickets and the date is 


Friday, February 22nd 


Page thirteen 


MAGNIFICENT and courageous as were the 
fighter pilots who saved Britain in 1940, and 
marvellous as were the fighter planes that 
they flew, it is undeniably recognised that 
the Battle of Britain could not have been 
won eithout RADAR. 

Who invented Radar? 

In the Daily Telegraph of December 
7th, 1973 there appeared a long obituary on 
Sir Robert Alexander Watson-Watt. He was 
described as father of Radar on the grounds 
that he was generally considered as one of the 
greatest contributors to that invention. In 
that tribute no claim was made that Watson- 
Watt invented the means whereby a ship or 
aircraft could be located, and the direction 
of its movement, by radio. Nor was any 
claim made on his behalf for the further 
development of the ascertainment of the 
velocity of the distant object which was 
rightly attributed to Sir Edward Appleton. 
Thus the sum of the two inventions became 
known as RADAR. 

But who invented the first basic prin- 
ciple upon which the second invention was 
complementary? 

It was stated in the tribute to Watson- 
Watt that it was he who in 1935 produced 
the first practicable proposals for the location 
of an aircraft (or ship) by radio. This was 
challenged by me in a letter published in the 
Daily Telegraph on December 21st, 1973. 
It read as follows:— 


First movements on 


ragar screen 


Sin—In your tribute to the late Sir 
Robert Watson-Watt (Dec. 7), you 
rightly state that he is generally con- 
sidered one of the greatest contribu- 
Ea to radar, his work going back to 


But it would be only fair to tell the 
story of an unknown man of 22 who 
lived in a terraced cottage in Birming:- 
ham with his poor widowed mother. 
It occurred in 1931/32. 

Through an intermediary he made 
an approach to me and we met at our 
tiny works (Clifford and Snell Ltd, 
now a public electronic company) in 
West roydon. His story seemed 
almost unbelievable, so it was 
arranged that our works manager, Mr 
Borner, who managed three men, 
should join me in a visit to young 
Barnes’s home in Birmingham. 

In the small front parlour was an 
oblong table—set athwart—completely 
covered by condensers, resistances, 
etc., and a quartz tube. In order to de- 
monstrate the equipment it was agreed 
that Borner should remain in the 
room while I drove our car slowly 
round about. 

Borner and I then reversed posi- 
tions. The result was our amazement 
that every lateral movement of the 
car was clearly visible on the quartz 
screen. 

So impressed were we at what had 


Page fourteen 


FRANK CLIFFORD 


WHO REALLY 
INVENTED RADAR? 


Thus it becomes clear that the funda- 
mental invention must be credited to Jack 
Barnes. For it was he who gave a practical 
sea-going demonstration of his masterly new 
aid to navigation, and the detection of an 
invisible object, at least three years before 
Watson-Watt produced equipment — not 
covered by any patent of his — that fulfilled 
a similar function. In the circumstances it 
seems incredible that Watson-Watt could 
have been unaware of young Barnes’ prior 
work. 

To many of us who have been 
associated, in one way or another, with 
important technical development, it is well 
known and appreciated that usually the real 
inventor is born a genius and not necessarily 
the holder of an University degree in science 
and a subsequent member of a research 
team. That these scientists do valuable work 
in the field of development and design is 
obvious. And it would appear that one such 
was Sir Robert Alexander Watson-Watt who 


been proved that I agreed to 
endeavour to arrange for a practical 
demonstration on board a ship in the 
Thames. 

Through the kind collaboration of 
the General Steam Navigation Co., 
Barnes, Borner and myself rigged a 
staging in the starboard wing of the 
bridge. We were ready by the time 
the ship sailed, and in her progress 
downstream the movements’. of 
vessels ahead were clearly indicated 
on the quartz screen and the distance, 
too, could have been calculated if 
suitable provision had been made. 

It was a remarkable performance. 
Barnes and I came to a verbal under- 
standing that nothing would be done 
without the knowledge of the other. 
However, things did not work out that 
way because rumour reached me that 
the Marconi International Marine Co. 
had become interested. 

Following that information, a 
strange meeting was arranged between 
myself and an American stockbroker 
called Sweeney, who told me he had 
paid Barnes £200 for the transference 
of his patents. The young man needed 
the money; we hadn’t any to spare. 

Thus ended the story so far as we 
were concerned. It just goes to prove 
that very often the untrained but 
brilliant mind conceives original con- 
ceptions while the kudos goes to the 
scientist at Farnborough or elsewhere 
where the development occurs. 

FRANK CLIFFORD 
Seaford, Sussex. 


was in charge of a team at Bardsey (near 
Felixstowe) Research Station, Air Ministry. 

But there was no knighthood for Jack 
Barnes!! 

Lest the reader should think that the 
Jack Barnes story is an isolated case, it is 
desirable to support it by another. Preferably 
a recent action should be quoted; but as the 
telling would involve much hearsay evidence, 
it will be more satisfactory to refer to a 
blatant affair in which the writer was 
personally involved. 

The episode to be related does not 
concern a poor inventor but a well-to-do 
man, which goes to show that comparative 


wealth is no obstacle to the attentions of 


the poachers. 

It concerns the writer’s late friend 
S. G. Brown, F.R.S. who, after years of 
costly experiments, produced a gyro-compass 
which was entirely free from the control 
weaknesses inherent in all the compasses 
installed in ships of the Royal Navy. 

(The gyro-compass is entirely non- 
magnetic. The direction of the axle of a 
freely supported gyro wheel is caused to be 
acted upon by gravity which turns it into 
the same plane as the earth’s axis and con- 
sequently points to the true North. It was 
the perfection of the gravity control which 
principally hall-marked the Brown Compass. 
As it is an electro-mechanical instrument it is 
capable of operating repeater compasses in a 
similar manner to an electric master-clock 
controlling repeater clock dials.) 

S. G. Brown’s successful work had 
become known to Commander Harrison R.N. 
— Director of the Admiralty Compass Re- 
search Station situated near Slough in Bucks. 
— who requested the loan of two compasses 
for testing purposes. The request was ceded 
and the compasses were sent to Slough. 

About a year passed and no report was 
forthcoming. Instead it was discovered that 
the said Commander Harrison and Professor 
Lionel Rawlings — Director of Gyroscopical 
Research, Admiralty — had obtained a patent 
for a device which appeared to be a blatant 
infringement of Brown’s patent. It was clear 
that the device could be built-in to the gyro 
compasses supplied to the Royal Navy by an 
American owned British company and thus 
overcome the defects known to exist in all 
the American compasses. 

And so it became revealed that the 
Admiralty had granted Harrison and Rawlings 
permission to sell their alleged patent — for 
their own personal gain — to the American 
owned company so that the compasses 
installed throughout the fleet could be 


brought to the high standard of the Brown 
Compass and, incidentally, to keep the 
British compass out of the Navy. 

Litigation was instantly initiated by 
Mr. Brown against the American owned 
company who had acquired the alleged 
patent. It soon became clear that the pro- 
ceedings would be influenced by both the 
Admiralty and Harrison and Rawlings since, 
if the alleged patent was not upheld, the 
Admiralty could become embarrassed by one 
of two seeming alternatives namely: either 
the inefficient American Compass would 
have to be maintained or a heavy royalty 
would have to be offered to Mr. Brown for 
his agreement to the use of the alleged 
infringement which he might not and would 
not have accepted. The judgement of the 
court went against Mr. Brown, and not 
surprisingly soon Mr. Brown, antagonised 
by the wholly unexpected findings of the 
court, agreed that the writer should seek 
means of bringing political pressure to bear 
on the wretched situation. Thus Sir Harvey 
Brittain, MP, Acton — the constituency in 
which the factory was sited — came to the 
rescue. (It is interesting to record that Sir 
Harvey celebrated his 100th birthday 
anniversary on December 7th 1973!) It was 
agreed that questions should be put in 
Parliament for reply by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty — the Rt. Hon. Walter Long. So, 
on three successive Wednesdays questions 
were addressed to the First Lord — the 
writer having a seat in the distinguished 
strangers gallery — and to the last one 
Mr. Long announced his intention of setting 
up a Committee of Investigation. 

The Commission was chaired by a 
retired high-ranking Indian Civil Servant. 
The proceeding continued for several days. 
The net result was that Harrison and Rawlings 
were immediately and prematurely retired 
and Mr. Brown was sent a cheque. But he 
was not interested in money, but justice. 
The cheque was torn up — in the presence of 
the writer — and returned to the Admiralty 
under a suitable covering letter. 

The Admiralty, obviously suffering 
from a guilty conscience, made a request 
that Mr. Brown should receive, at his factory, 
Sir F. E. Smith — Director of Scientific 
Research, Admiralty. The meeting took 
place in the writer’s office between Mr. 
Brown, his wife, Sir F. E. Smith and the 
writer. 

Sir Frederick did his best to bring 
about a quid-pro quo in the form of 
Admiralty support for Mr. Brown’s direc- 
tional gun control gyro. But he insisted that 
in no circumstances could the Admiralty 
land themselves in a position whereby all 
existing compass installations in the fleet 
should be scrapped especially as a heavy 
commitment had been entered into to fit 
the Harrison-Rawlings device. 

No compromise could be reached. 
The relationship between Mr. Brown and 
the Admiralty remained strained and soon 
after the commencement of the 1939 war, 


the factory was commandeered by the 
Admiralty under a war-time regulation. 

America had won!! 

Arising out of the Jack Barnes and 
Brown cases there must obviously be unease 
concerning the protection of the independent 
inventor. But the picture would. be in- 
complete were the reader to think that only 
Government research stations could be the 
villains. That is definitely not the case, for 
the powers of the great companies in that 
respect are certainly not less considerable 
and far reaching. Most of these organisations 
have a patents department whose personnel 
is duty bound to hold a microscopic post- 
mortem on every interesting patent that is 
published in the monthly Patents and Trade 
Marks Journal. Their function is to take any 
desirable action that will benefit their masters, 
which are many and diverse. 

If the position of British inventors is to 
remain high, or even higher, in this age of 
technical progress, so it becomes ever more 
essential that the freelance inventor’s position 
be safeguarded against the machinations of 
our research stations and the soulless mono- 
polistic giants with their vast international 
connections whereby it is possible that a 
purely British invention finishes up overseas 
— to the detriment of our country. 

This is a matter of major importance 
to all the people of our country. It is a 
matter to which the National Front should 
pay due attention and it should, we would 
hope, rank the subject as one of the main 
national objects of their nationalistic 
organisation. No government sponsored 
commission would suffice: rather should it 
be an independent body presided over by a 


learned judge or a leading QC, familiar with 
patent litigation, and two technical assessors 
to be acceptable to the inventor or com- 
plainant. It would inspire our one-man 
inventors to greater heights. 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, the new pro- 
National Front monthly. Britain First can 
be bought from your local branch at 3p. 
Copies can be obtained from National 
Front HQ office in bulk at the following 
prices:— 


50 copies £1.00 (plus 27p postage) 
100 copies £2.00 (plus 32p postage) 
200 copies £4.00 (plus 42p postage) 
300 copies £4.50 (plus 52p postage) 
400 copies £6.00 (plus 62p postage) 
500 copies £7.50 (plus 94p postage) 


One of the best ways in which you 
can help the NF cause is to buy a bulk 
supply every month and distribute it in 
your area. Our office is not anxious to be 
tied down to the operation of sending out 
great numbers of single copies, but we will 
send single samples by return of post to 
anyone who writes to us enclosing 3p 
plus S.A.E. of at least foolscap size to 
facilitate quick and easy dispatch. 

Write to: 50 Pawsons Road, Croy- 
don, CRO 20F. 


WANTED 


Good condition Spearheads of Nos. 1—24 
(inclusive). Contact Paul Jarvis, c/o 50 
Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF, 
Surrey. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by 
filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount 


applicable. 


IF OVERSEAS, SEALED OR UNSEALED 


SURFACE MAIL OR AIR MAIL 


RATES (12 issues): 


British Isles: 
Overseas surface mail: 


£1.56. 

£1.50 unsealed 

£2.52 sealed 

Overseas air mail: 
(unsealed) 


Far East 


£2.94 Canada, U.S.A., S. America, 
Africa, Middle East 
£3.42 Australia, New Zealand, 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows:— 


20—49 copies: 30 per-cent 
50—99 copies: 40 per-cent 
100—249 copies: 50 per-cent 
250 copies and 


over: 60 per-cent 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply as above if remittance is by international money 
order; if remittance is by cheque an additional charge of 25p applies, as our bankers require this 
as commission for the handling of all foreign cheques. 


All cheques or postat orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 50 Pawsons Road, 


Croydon, CRO 20F, Surrey. 
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SIR: When the Christmas festivities were on 
my local town hall arranged a display of the 
crib on the front steps. 

The mother Mary was an exact replica 
of a Negress holding in her arms the infant 
Jesus. 

No doubt this display was approved by 
the local clergy and the town hall proprietors. 

This raises in my mind the question of 
whether or not the clergy and the town hall 
proprietors have taken to the communist lie 
in displaying Jesus as coloured. Needless to 
say the bucket shakers on the town hall 
steps did not receive any donation from me, 
because I have a shrewd suspicion that the 
collections obtained may be used by the 
World Council of Churches to increase their 
financial support of the black terrorists in 
Africa. 

P. J. GRIMES, 
Ilford, Essex 


SIR: In his article “Treachery and the 
Turban” (Spearhead, November 1973) Paul 
Jarvis does little to demolish the “myth” of 
British indebtedness to India for her sac- 
tifices in World War II. 

When quoting a defection rate of some 
38% amongst Indian prisoners-of-war, Mr. 
Jarvis neglects to mention the concentration 
camp conditions that existed in Japanese 
military detention centres, where often 
Indian camp officials “encouraged” enlist- 
ment in the Indian Nationalist Army so as to 
ingratiate themselves with their Japanese 
masters. Subject to appalling privation and 
with many of their (fellow native) officers in 
open cooperation with the Japanese, to me 
it isa wonder that the ordinary Indian soldier 
remained as loyal to the degree he did. 
11,000 of them, we must remember, to the 
point of death. 

The following figures, not quoted as 
such in Mr. Jarvis’ article, are a more balanced 
means of measuring the Indian POWs’ loyalty 
in World War II. Of the 40,000 POW’s that 
stood firm, over 10,000, or a quarter of their 
number, died from disease, starvation and 
murder; the 25,000 who went over to the 
Japanese side lost only 1500. 


Page sixteen 


As Lord Wavell said in 1945: 

“ , . . amongst all the exploits of the 
last 5 or 6 years for which the world rightly 
extols the Indian soldier, the endurance of 
those men in captivity and hardship stands 
as high as any.” 

Mr. Jarvis’ attempt to deride the Indian 
Army’s record in World War II by reference 
to the conduct of her members made 
prisoners-of-war falls down in the light of 
both figures and distinguished opinion. 

CHRIS SEABROOK, 
Sydney, Australia 


SIR: Some weeks ago, the Sunday Telegraph 
in an editorial posed the question, should 
views representing a “miniscule” portion of 
public opinion, such as those of the National 
Front, be allowed expression on television? 
After glancing at various editions of that 
“newspaper” over the past year and seeing 
a succession of derogatory remarks about 
the NF, the obvious answer is “‘yes,” if only 
as a right of reply. 

If the NF really is “eccentric” and of 
no importance, why does that paper feel the 
need to denigrate it so often? In that same 
edition it allowed the Liberal peer, Lord 
Gladwyn, to slander the NF by implying that 
it is a private militia, and claimed that the 
NF represents minority views, when it knew 
the truth to be otherwise. 


published in the Kentish Gazette. 


Sir, 

Mr Wardman’s letter con- 
tains a number of statements 
which are erroneous and his 
version of some of the events ° 
outside the Westgate Hall, 
where we held our public 
meeting, can only have been 
viewed through rosetinted 
(and a very red' rose at that) 
spectacles. 


opponents. 


well. 


As the organiser of the 
meeting, it was my decision 
to secure the main doors to 
the hall. These would have 
been opened at 7.30 pm. How- 
ever, as by this timé there 
was an assorted mob of some 
50 or so rejects of society, 
howling and gibbering inco- 
herent hatred, intent on the 
aim of “Smashing the 
National Front,” the hall, 
and everything connected 
with the meeting, it seemed 
to me to be rather pointless 
to open the doors and allow 
them to carry out their 
threat. When the police had 
cleared a way through this 
rabble, all those people who 
were waiting to get in were 
allowed to do so, the “mob” 
was not. 


else. 


cist.” 
glass houses, 


us. 


ETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 


Mr Wardman would seem 
to think that this kind of 
demonstration is a quite ac- 
ceptable way of expressing 
your dislike of your political 
It may well 
the type of gutter politics 
which the Communists have 
found to suit them rather 
The National Front is 
something else. 
cratic organisation, we in no 
way object to the Communist 
Party or any other party 
holding meetings, either in 
council property or anywhere 
In view of Mr Ward- 
man’s support of mob tactics 
and intimidation against a 
political movement with . 
whom he does not agree, he 18 
should be very careful in his 
use of the accusation “ Fas- 
People who live in 
etc., ete., etc. 


There is another accusation 
which the extreme left have 
recently started to throw at 
This is that the National 
Front is anti-trade union and 
anti- working class. 
lefties are, no doubt, very 
worried by the fact that there 
is now a National Front 


It is beyond dispute that only a very 
narrow range of views are permitted in our 
mass media, from BBC red to Telegraph 
pink, and that any views outside this spec- 
trum are portrayed as eccentric, however 
widely held in the nation. If therefore 
London Weekend Television is sincere in its 
intentions, unlike the BBC “Open Door” 
farce, it will have performed a service to post- 
war democracy in this country that is 
absolutely unique. 

ANDREW CONIAM 
Beaconsfield, Bucks. 


SIR: Further signs of the coming of 1984 
were provided by the appearance on TV of 
adverts at the end of the day’s viewing 
urging people not to contribute to the 
“population explosion”’. 

This was brought on by the supposition 
that the 10.30 close down caused by the 
fuel shortage would lead to everyone going 
to bed earlier and thus having more sex. 

Television is not the only medium on 
which this propaganda has been churned out 
to the public. In my local free advertising 
weekly the same sort of claptrap appeared 
at the top of the front page under a heading 
“Ts sex your answer to crisis?”’ 

This paternalist impudence on the part 
of the birth control brigade leaves me gasping. 

L.S. ADDISON 
Bromley, Kent 


trade union association 
which was formed recently 
and is growing in member- 
ship at a considerable rate. 
Any trade unionist who is fed 
be up with the Reds telling him 
what he should think about 
the very grave issues which 
threaten the British nation 
is invited to contact the 
National Front Trade Union 
Association at our head office, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
for more details. 


The National Front is the 
only political movement in 
this country that cuts right 
across the “class’’ barriers. 
This is its strength, and this 
the reason the Com- 
munists both hate and fear 
us so much. Mr Wardman 
and his fellow Reds have a 
vested interest in stoxing up 
the class war which has 
divided the nation for most 
of our histiory. 


As a demo- 


D. W. SMITH, 
Chairman, Canterbury 
Branch, 
National Front. 
31 St Michael’s Place, 
Canterbury. 


The 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Wandsworth: scene of multi-racial bliss 


At a time when everybody’s attention 
is directed towards the problem of inflation 
and rising prices, | wonder if anybody has 
taken the trouble to try and calculate the 
extent to which shop-lifting has contributed 
towards the rising cost of living? Shop- 
lifting would by no means be a major cause 
of rising prices, but it would be a significant 
cause none the less. Retailers have to take 
into account the amount that they lose 
through this ‘seepage’, and this they do by 
adding to the prices of the goods they stock. 

It cannot be said that shop-lifting is 
exclusively carried out by any one section of 
the population. A few years ago the papers 
were full of the daring exploits of a gang of 
Australians who ‘turned over’ the big depart- 
mental stores in London. Again, according 
to Court reports, it would appear that 
middle-aged women going through mena- 
pause are prone to this type of activity. 

But at the same time it can be said that 
shop-lifting has reached epidemic proportions 
in areas which are heavily inundated with 
Coloured Immigrants — particularly West 
Indians. The interesting factor about the 
problem in these areas is not just the 
increasing incidence of this kind of crime, 
but the increasingly brazen and violent 
manner in which the crimes are being carried 
out by Coloured people. 

One of the areas most affected by 
Coloured Immigrant shop-lifters is the 
London Borough of Wandsworth, which 
includes the districts of Battersea and 
Clapham. Here, due to the fact that several 
Trotsky-ite and Maoist communist parties 
have headquarters in the area, a number of 
Black Power groups are extremely active and 
that the Borough possesses a heavily sub- 
sidised and extreme Left Wing Community 
Relations Council, the West Indian com- 
munity is extremely arrogant and aggressive. 

Among these Immigrants, particularly 
those of the second generation, an active 
“Let’s Hit Back at Whitey” cult has grown 
up whereby a very substantial number of 
them regard shop-lifting (they call it “ripping 
off’) and mugging as justifiable acts in a war 
against White society. 

A classic example of this kind of Black 
Power mentality was enacted last Autumn 
at a supermarket in Northcote Road area, 
Battersea. The Manager of the store caught 
two young West Indian women in the process 
of leaving the store with shopping baskets 
filled with numerous expensive items of 
produce. 

After a considerable altercation he 
detained them, and led them to his office to 
await the arrival of the police. After an 


Trouble shooting 


initial: reaction of threatening arrogance, the 
women shrieked and screamed as if they 
were about to be sold into slavery. Their 
shrieks had the desired effect, for within 
minutes more than a hundred West Indians 
gathered outside the store began working 
themselves up to a pitch which would 
enable them to mob the store and rescue 
their Black Soul Sisters. 

Fortunately a strong force of police 
arrived. The threatening crowd were dis- 
persed and the two women were taken into 
custody. But this was not the end of the 
incident. Later on the same day two cars 
pulled up outside the supermarket. A gang 
of Black thugs emerged from the cars and 
stalked into the store, looking for the 
Manager. Seeing a man with the type of 
coat that supermarket managers often wear 
they attacked him, kicked him savagely, 
slashed his throat with a razor, then coolly 
walked to their cars and drove off. The 
injured man — who was not in fact the 
manager — was rushed to hospital seriously 
injured. He could have died from the throat 
wound. So far as I know, his attackers have 
not been apprehended. 

Members of the National Front Wands- 
worth Branch have friends working in this 
particular supermarket, and they report that 
the effect of the incident now is that many 
staff members are turning a blind eye to the 
activities of West Indian shop-lifters as they 
have no wish to be slashed by Black Power 
thugs. Whether the owner of the Super- 
market chain endorses this policy by these 
staff members is not known. 

But it has been noted that in recent 
months the branch where the slashing in- 
cident took place has taken on an additional 
number of young Black lads — particularly 
for Saturday work. Whether this is because 
only Blacks have applied for the jobs avail- 
able, or because it was thought necessary to 
make a show of goodwill to the local 
Immigrant Community, is a subject of much 
speculation in the area. 

All too often the magistrates at the 
Court in Lavender Hill, Battersea, accord 
Immigrant shop-lifters lenient treatment. 
They are certainly notorious for siding with 
Immigrants in the frequent cases of what are 
euphemistically called “neighbourhood dis- 
putes” between Black and White residents 
which come before them. 

One team of Wandsworth-based West 
Indian women shoplifters came unstuck last 
November, however, when they strayed off 
their patch and went pillaging for trendy 
new clothes in the King’s Road, Chelsea. The 
four women, aged between 17 and 20 years 
of age admitted before a Marlborough Street 


magistrate to stealing £14.40p worth of 
merchandise. They assaulted and injured the 
neck of the manageress of one shop after she 
tried to detain them. 

After establishing their guilt, the magis- 
trate remanded them for sentence to the 
Crown Court, in the hope that “the public 
will be relieved of your attentions for some 
time.” Court reports revealed that all of the 
women had previous convictions for shop- 
lifting. One of them had only been put on 
probation three days before for a shoplifting 
offence! 

It was also revealed that all of the 
women were unmarried mothers, and were 
living at an unmarried mothers’ hostel in 
Wandsworth. They received between £13 
and £16 per week from the Social Security, 
and were only obliged to pay £6 per week 
each to cover the rent and full board for 
themselves and their children — plus child- 
minding facilities whilst on their ‘shopping’ 
expeditions — in other words they were 
receiving an income equivalent to £25 per 
week for doing nothing — apart from pro- 
ducing illegitimate children! 

The hostel in which they were resident 
was specially set up and financed by the 
Wandsworth Council for Community 
Relations. In other words, it was set up 
especially to cater for the incredible number 
of unmarried West Indian women in the 
Borough who produce illegitimate and often 
unwanted (by them, at least) babies with 
as much thought as trees shedding their 
leaves in Autumn — and about as regularly. 

Let no one say that these women are 
“deprived”. The Wandsworth Council for 
Community Relations, which provides all 
these facilities for them, and numerous 
other sections of the Borough’s Immigrant 
community, has a total annual income, 
derived almost wholly from local and 
national government sources (i.e. the rate- 
payer and the taxpayer) in excess of £40,000 
per year. 

Two years ago Labour and Conser- 
vative Councillors on Wandsworth Borough 
Council voted a massive increase of ratepayer 
funding for the W.C.C.R., bringing its total 
income up to £48,000 per year. At the same 
meeting these same Councillors voted a cut 
in the Council’s grant to the Wandsworth 
Old Folks’ Welfare Service from £3,000 to 
£2,100 per year! 


PENSIONER HUNTING 


The old folk of Wandsworth, who are 
mainly White, know what “racial discrimin- 


Contd. on page 20 
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ANTI-MARKET MARCH 


PRESS TRIES BIG COVER-UP 


Once again the conspiracy of a con- 
trolled press in Britain has given proof of 
its existence, thus supplying additional 
evidence to those who question our theory 
of political conspiracy in the modern world. 

On the night of January 19th about 
1,500 people assembled in London and 
marched through the West End to Downing 
Street by torchlight to present a letter of 
protest against the Common Market. The 
march was led and the letter handed in at 
No. 10 by one of our most distinguished 
servicemen of the Second World War, Air 
Vice Marshal (Pathfinder) Bennett, CB, CBE, 
DSO. The column wending its way through 
London’s streets made a striking spectacle 
of a kind seldom seen in the capital, with 
forests of flags and posters as well as the 
torches and with a brass band at the front. 

Against a background of increasing 
tension and confusion in the EEC and of 
mounting opposition to British membership 
among the public of this country, this event 


March against 
EEC x19 


Piccadilly Circus was lighted for 


a few minutes last night by hun- 


dreds of burning torches carried by 
anti-Common Market protesters. 
They marched from _ Speaker’s 
Corner to Downing Street. The 
procession included a strong con- 
tingent from the National Front. 


Anti-E.E.C. march 


PICCADILLY CIRCUS was lit 

by hundreds of burning 
torches as about 1,000 people 
protesting against the Common 
Market marched from Hyde 
Park to Downing Street. The 
march, led by Air Vice-Marshal 
Don Bennett, inctuded a strong 
contingent of National Front 
members. 


was by any standards news, and international 


Things you should read 


A great wealth of literature is now available supporting in the main part the views expressed in Spearhead. 
Below we list some of the most important examples. Except where stated, these can be obtained from 
Nationalist Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 20F. 


THE MONEY MANUFACTURERS (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An exposure of the present financial system and proposals for its reform. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONALISM (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An attack on the Manchester school of internationalist economics and an argument for protection 
and national self-sufficiency. 

THE ECONOMY: 15 QUESTIONS ANSWERED (National Front policy pamphlet) Sp + 3p postage 
A few of the most basic questions concerning Britain’s economy, with NF policies towards them 
explained. 

THE COMMON MARKET: WHY BRITAIN MUST GET OUT (National Front) 20p + 3p postage 
A comprehensive presentation of the NF case against the EEC, with some startling exposures of 
of the forces behind it, and an analysis of Britain’s alternative. 

SIX PRINCIPLES OF BRITISH NATIONALISM (by John Tyndall) 15p + 3p postage 
An independent booklet written before the formation of the National Front but closely in line 
with its outlook. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (by A. K. CHESTERTON) Paperback £1 + 8p postage 
Masterly exposure of the politico-financial forces that have destroyed the British Empire and under- 
mined British world power, while working for the general elimination of national sovereignty 
every where. 


WORLD REVOLUTION (by Nesta Webster) Cloth £2.50 + 17p; Paperback £1.80 + 13p postage. 
Perhaps the best ever documented history of the political left and its conspiratorial origins. 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (by James Burnham) £3.00 + 24p postage 
A devastating demolition of the liberal-left and its main arguments by a one-time left-wing author 
who woke up. 
' THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS OF LIBERALISM (by Anthony Ludovici) £1.50 + 10p postage 
Another clinical analysis of liberal values and viewpoints in which their futility is well exposed. 
RACIAL INTEGRATION (by H. B. Isherwood) Hard 75p + 8p;Card 40p + 6p postage 
A testimony to the impracticality of the multi-racial society. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (by Professor W. C. George) 15p + 4p postage 
One of the best scientific exposures of the myth of racial equality. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (by Correlli Barnett) £5 + 51p postage 
Devastating indictment of liberalism and its role in bringing about Britain’s 20th century decline, 
political, industrial and military. Essential reading for anyone who seeks to reverse British trends 
in coming decades. 
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THE ONLY REPORTS 
The Observer (top) 
The Sunday Telegraph (bottom) 


news at that. This seemed to be confirmed 
by the large number of press and TV 
cameras present. 

Yet the following morning one looked 
in vain for any prominent coverage of the 
event in the main national newspapers. In 
the Sunday Telegraph and The Observer tiny 
snippet reports were printed, and these we 
publish here. In the remaining papers not a 
word appeared. Altogether the reports took 
up .006 per-cent of newspaper space that 
day. 

Most conspicuous of all was the lack 
of any mention of the occasion in the 
Sunday Express, a paper which for years 
prided itself on being the main organ in Fleet 
Street to oppose the EEC — in fact, with 
other Beaverbrook newspapers, the only 
major organ to do so. 

Quite clearly, despite the fact that it 
is representative of only a minority in public 
opinion, the pro-EEC lobby now completely 
controls the main sectors of the ‘British’ 
press. It is terrified that the people may 
read of such demonstrations, as that might 
give more of them courage to assert their 
deep-felt opposition to the Market. News 
of these events must be either completely 
suppressed or at the best drastically played 
down. 

Readers will recall the same process at 
work last November, when a march of 4,000 
staged by the National Front on Remem- 
brance Day was ignored by the press and TV 


afterwards. 


On this latest occasion too the National 
Front was present, making up by far the 
greater part of the marchers. 

Can anyone suggest by what reason 
and by what method news of such events 
is practically erased by the mass media, which 
in this ‘democracy’ of ours is supposed to be 
‘free’ — other than conspiracy of the most 
sinister kind? 

As for the march itself, that this was an 
impressive show was due mainly to the 
presence of the National Front, which pro- 
vided about three-quarters of the marchers. 
One might expect as a result of this that the 
organisers of the march, the National Council 
of Anti-Common Market Organisations, 
would show some gratitude to the NF. Just 
a few of them did, but a great many seemed 
more keen on objecting to the NF presence 
than in getting on with the march. Silly 
time-wasting little arguments kept breaking 
out which we could all have done without. 
Surely the thing that matters is that we all 
unite against the EEC. We think so anyway. 


Please get it right! 


Several times before we have pointed 
out to our readers that great inconvenience 
is caused to our office and that of the 
National Front by cheques or postal orders 
being made out to one which are intended for 
the other. It seems that with some people we 
just have to go on repeating this message. 
Would everybody please note that, although 
Spearhead and the NF work closely together, 
in accounting terms they are separate. 
Please do address your remittances correctly 
— so that orders can be dealt with more 
easily and quickly. 


APOLOGY 


Last November it was reported in this 
magazine that our Editor had sent a letter 
to The Times on the subject of Northern 
Ireland pointing out that that paper had used 
misleading statistics in publishing public 
opinion figures for and against a united 
Ireland. Our report said that the letter had 
not been printed. 

We have recently been informed that 
this letter was in fact printed in The Times 
correspondence column, although in the 
editions seen by us for several days after- 
wards it did not appear. 

In the event we apologise to The 
Times for this error in reporting. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Spearhead needs to be able to raise a 
fund of £400 in excess of normal income 
from sales to cover its running costs for 
1974. 


We have appealed to our readers to 
help us by their donations’ to raise this 
sum and so far they have responded with 
remittances and IOUs to the amount of 
£93.72. 

This leaves us a sum of £306.28 to 
raise for the year. All contributions towards 
this will be most gratefully received. Cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to 
Spearhead and sent to: 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon CRO 2QF. 


BUY A TIE! 


National Front ties now available. Red, white 
and blue colour scheme with NF emblem. 


one only £1.50 (inc. VAT) 
10—19 £1.40 each (inc. VAT) 
20 or over £1.30 each (inc. VAT) 


Price: 


Apply to: Mr. R. Davison, 59 Crowther Rd., 
Wolverhampton, Staffs. 


MR. WALTER BARTON 


NF members, especially in the North of 
England, will be sorry to hear that Northern 
Regional Organiser Walter Barton has had to 
temporarily retire from active work for a 
time due to an impending eye operation. 
Mr. Barton cannot for the time being 
undertake any organising duties but will 
still be available for top level consultation 
on regional matters. We are sure all members 
will join with us in wishing him a speedy 
recovery. 


N.F.S.A. CALLING 


We are informed that there have been 
many students that have joined the National 
Front during the past few months but have 
not registered with the National Front 
Students’ Association. 

The NFSA exists to co-ordinate all NF 
student activities and to promote the party 
in all schools, colleges and universities. 
It is an integral department of the National 
Front proper and requires no extra sub- 
scription to join, only that NF students in- 
form it of their names and addresses so that 
they can be placed on its students’ list and 
kept informed of students’ meetings and 
any other activities. 

The NF regards student activities as 
one of its most important fields in the future 
and it is imperative that the fullest use is 
made by the NFSA of all student support. 

NF Students should register with the 
NFSA by writing to the Secretary, Richard 
Lawson, at 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 20QF. 


Central Fund 


The National Front has launched a 
Central Fund for the purpose of meeting its 
administrative expenses in the fighting of the 
next General Election, in which it aims to put 
up 50 candidates. This fund is not to be 
confused with local branch funds. 

Branch funds will aim to raise the 
required sum for the fighting of their con- 
stituency campaigns, i.e. the placing of 
candidates’ deposits, the printing of their 
election literature and other general expenses. 

The Central Fund is to cover the ex- 
pense of administering the whole election 
campaign from headquarters and will include 
the extension of full time secretarial and 
organisational staff as its main item. 

The Central Fund has been set a target 
of £10,000 a year for the next two years, 
starting from the Ist June 1973. 

Contributions and pledges for the first 
year, 1973-4, have so far totalled £7,502.53. 

We urge all supporters of the National 
Front to give generously so that we may raise 
the desired figure or at least get a substantial 
part of the way towards it. Contributions 
should be addressed to the National Front, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 
Cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to National Front, No. 2 account. 


READ SPARK 


Spark is the National Front paper for 
students. It is published each university 
term by the National Front Students’ Assoc- 
iation. Get Spark into your local university, 
college or school. Copies may be obtained 
at 2p each or Ip each for quantities of 50 or 
over, with a charge of 20p in the £ to cover 
postage, from: NFSA, 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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NF PULLS OUT 
ALL STOPS FOR 
EARLY ELECTION 


At the end of last year with speculation 
about an early General Election much in 
evidence the National Front Directorate 


made an announcement that in the event of 


an election in January it would have to 
abandon its aim of fielding 50 candidates 
and be content with putting up 25 to 30. 

A month later the election scare was 
revived and the Directorate reviewed the 
situation again. This time it was estimated 
that a figure not far short of 50 candidates 
could be achieved with great effort and 
that, if necessary, the party should make 
up the 50 even if it meant doing no more 
than putting down a deposit in a few 
areas. 

An intensive campaign has been waged 
by NF Headquarters during January to bring 
local organisations up to a state of election 
preparedness, and in this respect a great 
deal has been achieved in a remarkably 
short time. In the event of an election 
called at any time now the party could 
realise its aim of contesting 50 seats with 
election addresses sent to every constituent 
concerned. 

This does not mean that a very great 
effort would not be needed in some areas to 
get the election addresses out. Some local 
units are still in the position of having much 
preparation to do, but given the will it is 
possible that the necessary work could be 
done in the time. 

With every month that goes by the 
party will be in a position to put that much 
more effort, money and people into each 
local campaign and can therefore hope for a 
better vote. 

What is absolutely certain is that the 
next General Election, whenever it comes, 
is going to see the biggest impact ever 
made in any election by a nationalist party 
in Britain. The movement will qualify for 
5 minutes broadcasting time on both TV 
and sound radio. At least 2 million pieces 
of election literature will go out to the 
voters. However many react to this by 
voting for the NF, it is certain that some 
thousands will join the party and help to 
build it up for bigger campaigns in the 
future. 

With the present rate of progress the 
NF impact could be considerably bigger with 
more months of preparation. What are 
needed now are many more campaign 
workers to strengthen the active teams 
where the NF has already elected to fight 
and to help build up those groups not yet 
strong enough to fight in their localities. 
What is also needed is much more money 
to finance the whole campaign. Let all 
our readers take note! 
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The madness of VAT 


Last September our Editor had a 
collision in his car in which while he was 
stationary another car drove into his rear. 
A straightforward insurance claim was sub- 
mitted in which there was no doubt as to 
the responsibility of the other party. This 
was accepted and our Editor’s car was duly 
repaired. He then forgot all about the matter. 

This month he received a bill from his 
insurers for £10.49 arising out of the repair 


job. On querying what the bill was for, he 


was informed that it was for VAT charged 
by the garage doing the repairs. Apparently, 
the insurance company is not VAT regis- 
tered and is not responsible therefore for 
this item. 

The procedure was then explained 
to our Editor. He must pay the insurance 
company £10.49 in respect of the. VAT, 


which is then forwarded to the garage. This 


is to cover £10.49 paid by the garage to 
HM Customs and Excise. Our Editor then 
includes the item in his VAT form sent to 


ation” is all about. For the past two 
Christmasses the local police have had to lay 
on special patrols near to Post Offices in 
order to protect Pensioners from gangs of 
Black thugs who were intent on relieving 
them not just of their pitiful pensions, but 
also their £10 Social Security Christmas 
bonusses. Charming! 

Editors of local papers who mentioned 
this special protection which the police were 
having to give to Pensioners were criticised 
by Community Relations workers for printing 
material “which might stir up racial tension”’. 
I am only surprised these Community 
Relations workers (a gang of self-confessed 
‘Marxists’, uppity Blacks and White liberal 
ethno-masochists) did not also take the police 
to task for interfering with the Black muggers’ 
Yuletide japes, which oppressive treatment 
could give the poor lads “‘culture shock” and 
a complex about old people. 

Ringleader of the Community 
Relations Quislings in Wandsworth is Charles 
Boxer, a failed Jesuit novice and failed 
academic who eventually found his inspir- 
ation in the Gospel of St. Marx (as revised 
by Adorno, Horkheim and other New Left 
philosophers of the Frankfurt school, where 
he studied fitfully for a while before moving 
on to Italy to preach the Bad Word) and 
his vocation in using public money to pamper 
Coloured Immigrants in an area where large 
numbers of native White residents, par- 
ticularly the elderly, are in desperate need of 
assistance. 

I am glad to say that Boxer absolutely 
hates the National Front, particularly since 
the local NF Branch there produced a leaflet 
which was distributed widely and quoted in 
the local press, which exposed his Marxist 


HM Customs and Excise and eventually 
receives the sum back again! 

So what the whole procedure amounts 
to is that this item of money simply passes 
round in a circle — from our Editor to his 
insurance company, from the insurance com- 
pany to the garage, from the garage to HM 
Customs and Excise and from HM Customs 
and Excise back to our Editor. 

All to absolutely no purpose at all, 
other than to give everybody concerned a 
lot of silly, pointless time-wasting paper 
work. 

Apart from the paper work, our 
Editor is of course the loser. Through ex- 
perience of how long it takes for VAT 
rebates to come through he can be sure that 
with inflation running at about 10 per-cent 
per year his £10.49 will be worth the best 
part of a pound less by the time it comes 
back to him. 

How many millions of other British 
citizens are suffering from this same insanity? 


TROUBLE SHOOTING Contd. from page 17 


background, the privileged treatment his 
Council for Community Relations gets in 
comparison to other welfare bodies, the way 
in which his organisation lays on facilities 
theoretically for all races but in fact almost 
exclusively for Blacks, and the way in which 
he allows the office of his organisation — and 
the facilities contained therein — which are 
paid for by local ratepayers, to be used by 
overtly communist-dominated organisations 
such as the Claimants’ Union and Black 
Power orientated groups. 

Boxer has hit out at the NF from time 
to time. On the last occasion he suggested 
to a BBC Radio 4 interviewer that the NF 
might have been somehow responsible for 
the rash of petrol-bomb attacks on Immigrant 
owned property in the Borough last year. 

The National Front, quite obviously, 
has no truck with such activity, and hopes 
that patriotic people in Wandsworth, and 
everywhere else in the country, can be 
absorbed into its organisation so that they 
are not tempted to expend their energy on 
anything other than constructive and lawful 
political activity. 

But at the same time, if White people 
in Wandsworth who have not yet been 
brought into contact with the NF have 
engaged from time to time in a guerilla war 
struggle against the Black invaders of their 
Borough as a result of rage and frustration 
caused by the assaults, intimidations, dis- 
criminations and indignities which they and 
their relatives have had to bear, then the 
politicians who have supported Coloured 
Immigration and the Community Relations 
workers who strive to give Immigrants a 
privileged position have only got themselves 
to blame. 
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